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day, for the reasons he had then given. If, how- 


ever, the committee saw proper to disagree to it, 
he had nothing further to say. 

Mr. DOWNING said he knew of $500,000 
which were ready to be presented, but which had 
not been presented, merely because it was known 
the Treasury had not the money to pay them, until 
the appropriation was made. He trusted, if the 

ntleman expected his amendment to pass, that 
S would so modify it, as to provide a sum suffi- 
cient to pay all these claims. He hoped no amend- 
ment would be made which would not meet the 
claims, and which would give the Department a 
discretion to make discriminations, which must, 
at all times, be odious. 

The amendment was theh disagreed to. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved aw amend- 
ment for contingencies of the Army $5,000; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. C. moved further to amend the bill, by 
adding a clause for the settlement of the claim of 
the heirs of William Melldrom, $268; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. C. moved a further item, paying Adam 
Eckfelt for preparing gold medals for certain offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. CAMBRE- 
LENG, SERGEANT, and RICE GARLAND, 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LEGARE saw that the appropriation for 
arming fortifications had been reduced from two 
to one hundred thousand dollars. He begged 
leave to inquire of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means on what grounds these 
reductions had been made by the committee. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that hereto- 
fore the appropriation for arming fortifications 
had been $100,000, but, in consequence of the state 
of the country, and of the Treasury, at the last 
session, it was deemed proper to increase this ap- 
propriation to $200,000. The committee, how- 
ever, considering the present embarrassed state of 
the Treasury, and knowing that there wasa large 
balance of the old appropriation, they had con- 
sidered itexpedient and proper that this reduction 
in the appropriation ought to be made. Further- 
more, he did not believe that more could be ex- 
pended advantageously to this purpose. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House. 

NAVY BILL. 


The committee then took up the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the Navy for the 
year 1838. 

The bill being read through, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG stated, for the informa- 
tion of the House, that the appropriation proposed 
to be made by this bill, was much less than that 
made at the last session of Conggess, and went 
into several statements, showing in what particu- 
lar items the appropriations had been reduced. 

Mr. McKAY then inquired of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means whether the 
first appropriation in the bill provided for any 
new Navy officers? He thought there were now 
too many midshipmen in our Navy, their number 
now being about four hundred and fifty; and he 
believed three hundred to be ample for all the ex- 
igencies of the service. There was no limitation 
upon the Secretary as to the number to be ap- 
pointed, and the only control the House had over 
the subject was by the appropriation for the pur- 
pose. He freoted, shoratote, that this clause pro- 
vided for no new officers. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained, in answer to 
the gentleman from North Carolina, that the ap- 
propriation for this purpose was made in pursu- 
ance of the estimates of the Department of Novem- 
ber last, which were in the ordinary form. These 
estimates were not so large as they were the pre- 
vious year, which was in consequence of the 
surplus arising from the unexpended balances of 
appropriation. It might be possible that it would 
enable the Secretary to apply a portion of it to the 
payment of new officers, but if so it must be to a 
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very limited extent, because the appropriation 
was less than it was the preceding year. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG offered to amend the bill 
by adding a clause for fixtures and other expenses 
of the Naval Asylum at Philadelphia, $1,200; 
which was agreed to. 

There being no further amendment proposed, 
the bill was laid aside. 


RED RIVER RAFT. 


On motion of Mr. POPE, the committee then 
took up the bill from the Senate, making an ap- 
propriation of $70,000 for the removal of the Red 
river raft. 

There being no proposition to amend the bill, 
it was laid aside to be reported to the House. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD BILL. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, of Ohio, the com- 
mittee took up the bill making appropriations for 
the continuation of the Cumberland road in Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois. 

Mr. M. moved an amendment providing a 
change in the mode of superintendence of the 
road, but subsequently withdrew the motion. 

Mr. McKENNAN, in pursuance of the instruc- 
tion of the Committee of Roads and Canals, moved 
an amendment to provide for the erection of guard 
fences on the road east of the Ohio, and for widen- 
ing the sameat Laurel Hill, and for the payment 
of the expense incurred in the erection of toll- 
houses on said road. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. POPE, Mc- 
KENNAN, MERCER, and McCOY, the ques- 
tion was taken, and the amendment agreed to— 
ayes 72, noes 50. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved that the com- 
mittee rise and report these four bills tothe House. 

Mr. MALLORY expressed a wish to have the 
naval bill so amended as to have some informa- 
tion about the exploring expedition. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY should oppose the bill 
on the ground that it did embrace this appropria- 
tion, for though as warma friend to the Navy as 
any man in the country, he Was opposed to this 
whole scheme, and in the House he should move 
to recommit the bill to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, for the purpose of making this ap- 
propriation specific. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG should be as glad as the 
gentleman if they could call back into the Treas- 
ury the many hurdred thousand dollars already 
expended for this prolific exploring expedition; 
but, as they could not so act retrospectively, it 
would be better now to goon with it; andas they 
had the officers to support, it would be better to 
send them to the ano pole for discipline than 
to the Mediterranean. Mr. C. was not an advo- 
cate for the expedition originally, but thought, 
on a more moderate scale, it had better now pro- 
ceed. : 

Mr. INGHAM referred the gentleman from 
Virginia to some documents from the Navy De- 
partment on this subject, which contained all the 
information that was probably required,and asked 
gentlemen to suspend their judgment till they had 
read those communications, — 

After some further remarks from Messrs. MAL- 
LORY and REED, the Committee rose and re- 
ported the above four bills to the House. 

The House then took up the bill making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army, for the 
year 1838, and the amendments of the Committee 
of the Whole, with two exceptions, which will 
be noticed, were concurred in. 

The House then Sook up the amendment, 
making a reduction for national armories, from 
$360,000 to $340,000, and it was non-concurred. 

The amendment of the Committee of the Whole, 
reducing the appropriation for arsenals, was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. BELL moved to reduce the appropriation 
for national armories from $360,000 to $260,000, 
and urged it upon the House, because of the pres- 
ent condition of the country and the national 
Treasury. It seemed to him the true policy 
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would be to merely make an appropriation for 
keeping the building and machinery in order, 
which would enable us at any time to put them 
into active operation, We had already expended 
about seven millions of dollars in carrying on 
these armories, besides the four millions which 
had been paid to private establishments for arms 
for the States. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, opposed the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee to reduce 
this appropriation, and contended that the true 
policy of the Government was to keep up these 
establishments, and make such appropriations 
for their support as would enable the Government 
to discontinue the practice of making purchases 
of small-arms from private establishments. 

Mr.CALHOUN, of Massachusetts, hoped there 
would be no reduction in this appropriation, be- 
cause, if it was reduced, it would tend to the de- 
struction of one of the most beautiful systems of 
manufacturing which was carried on in this coun- 
try. We already once attempted the reduction of 
the appropriations for these establishments, and 
had seen the evil tendency of it, and he hoped the 
House would not again adopt this ruinous policy. 
He considered it a most mistaken policy to stop 
the operations of these establishments, after the 
mosteminent skill had been found to existin them, 
and he trusted the Government would not pursue 
any such course, because if the skill which was 
there concentrated was scattered abroad, it would 
be with great difficulty that it could again be 
brought to bear, when perhaps it might be most 
needed. 

After a few remarks by Mr. BELL, the amend- 
ment was disagreed to. 

The bill was then, after having been ordered to 
be engrossed, read a third time and passed. 

The House then took up the bill making appro- 
priations for the support of the Navy, and the 
amendments of the Committee of the Whole were 
concurred in, 

The CHAIR then announced the question to 
be on the engrossment of the biil. 


EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY hoped the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means would not 
press the question on the engrossment of the bill 
at the present time, as there were some items in it 
in relation to which he (Mr. M.] felt considerable 
doubts. He was desirous of voting for the bill, 
and for all appropriations which might be neces- 
sary to carry on the ordinary operations of the 
Navy; but he trusted that this Roars, after the 
decision it had made a few days since, would not 
pass an aggregate appropriation of the people’s 
money of a very large amount, which was to be 
expended in sending an expedition to Symmes’s 
cylindrical world. He was opposed to making an 
appropriation for the exploring expedition before 
we had the necessary information from the Depart- 
ment on the subject, which would be laid upon our 
tables in a few days, and he trusted the gentleman 
would permit this bill to lie over without having 
any further action taken upon it, until the informa- 
tion to which he referred was received. 

Mr. WISE thought the gentleman’s objection 
to this bill, on account of this appropriation for 
the South sea expedition, was not weil founded. 
Under all the circumstances, he thought this ap- 
propriation ought to be made, although he was 
not in favor of sending out this expedition into 
any distant seas. Mr. Wise then gave notice to 
the gentleman from North Carolina and to the 
House, that on Monday next, when resolutions 
would be in order, he intended moving a resolu- 
tion for the purpose of converting thie exploring 
expedition into a const squadron, for surveying 
our own coasts, and protecting our vessels upon 
them. It has been demonstrated during the last 
year that such a squadron was essentially neces- 
sary, for although it turned out that no piracy 
took place on the Capes of the Delaware, yet it 
was for some time seriously apprehended that one 
of youy Philadelphia and Liverpool packets had 








such a capture might have taken place, and was 


a sufficient evidence that this squadron was ne- 


cessary for our defense, as well as for the pro- 


ascertaining all the shoals and breakers, and dan- 
gerous places, which might now not be known, 
Our own coast has never been properly surveyed 
and examined. It is a fact well known, that the 
British Admiralty now know more about the 
waters of the Chesapeake bay than the officers of 
ourown Navydo. Then,ifthe House concurred 
with him in this conversion which he proposed, 
the expenditure made by this bill will not be 


wasted; and he felt confident that the chairman of | 


the Committee of Ways and Means would agree 
with him that this squadron would afford a better 
school for our Navy officers than the exploring 
expedition, because they could be changed atshort 
intervals, and many more could be brought into 
it than could be into the other expedition. 

Ile was opposed to this expedition for many 
reasons, but mainly because, by the present or- 
ganization of thé Navy Department, to say noth- 
ing of the incompetence of the head of it, there 
was no hope of carrying out any great measure 
whatever. The responsibility of that Department 
was divided between the Secretary and the Navy 
Commissioners; and where this was the case, 
nothing could be done as it ought to be done. 

Mr. REED did not concur with the gentleman 
from Virginia in his effort which he was about to 
make to destroy the exploring expedition. 


agreed there was great necessity for a coast squad- | 


ron, but he believed we had plenty of vessels and 
officers to have that and the exploring expedition 
also; and he looked upon it as being as important 
to commerce that we should have surveys made 
in distant seas as upon our own coast, because 
our vessels traversed every sea and went upon 
every const. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY did not concur with the 


gentleman from Virginia in casting censure upon 
the head of the Navy Department. He did not 
stand there the advocate of any man, but it was 
far from him to cast censure on any one. He was 
in favor of a squadron being placed upon our 
own coast for the purpose of making surveys, 
whether they were North or South, and had al- 
ways voted for these objects; but he was opposed 
to this scheme of sending a part of our ayy 
into the South seas for the purpose of making 
surveys and explorations while our own coasts 
were but little known by many of the officers of 
our Navy. 

He apprehended that the Secretary of the Navy 
would be found to be more free from blame, when 
all the facts were known in relation to this matter, 
than the gentleman from Virginia was aware of, 
and hoped no censure might be cast upon that of- 
ficer until the circumstances in relation to this 
expedition were all brought to the notice of the 
House. 

Mr. M. concluded by moving to recommit the 
bill to the Committee of Ways and Means, with 
instructions to strke out the item for the explor- 


ing expedition. 

Mr. MERCER was opposed to the scheme 
which the gentleman from Virginia proposed, to 
break up this exploring expedition, and hoped it 
would not be agreed to when brought before the 
House. He expected much from this expedition; 
was opposed to having it broken up in this way, 
when it was nearly ready to sail, and considered 
it to be the duty of this country, it being the sec- 
ond commercial country in the world, to add its 
quota to the cause of science, which he thought 
would be done by this means. He looked upon 
it as being quite as necessary to have a knowledge 
of distant seas as of our own waters, and agreed 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts that we 
might have a squadron on our coast without in- 
terfering with this other object. 

Mr. WISE considered that we ought to put our 
Navy ona respectable footing at home before we 
went abroad on anexpedition of this kind. He 
thought we ought pat to make the officers of our 
Navy acquainted with our own coast; and he be- 
lieved it to be a fact, that there was not a single 
lieutenant in it who could pilot a man-of-war into 
one of our own ports. e considered it would 
be necessary to make this appropriation jn any 
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'| had some action on the proposition he had re- 
tection of our vessels in time of storms, and for || 
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been captured almost within sight of one of your 1 event, because it provided money to pay these of- The bill was then taken up, and Mr. CLAY, 
greatest commercial seaports. ‘This showed that || ficers,as they would have to be paid whether the of Alabama, explained the merits and objects of 


| went abroad or not. 
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He hoped, however, with |; 
that view, that this bill might lie over until we || 






ferred to. | 
On motion of Mr. WISE, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 29, 1838. 


Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of anum- 
ber of citizens of Ohio, praying for the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Chillicothe, by Frank- 
ford and Bloomingsburg, to Springfield: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. NORVELL presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Michigan, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a mail route: referred to the same 
committee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
sundry citizens of Lancaster county, Deseeate. 
nia, on the subject of dueling, and similar to the 
memorial lately presented by him on that subject 
from the same county: laid on the table. 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution, 
which was considered and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of a law to authorize the President of the United 
States to issue a patent to the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Francis Rivard, for an island in 
the Mississippi river, opposite the town of Ste. 
Genevieve, State of Missouri, which said island 
was granted by the French Government to Rivard 
in the year 1756, and pronounced by the board 
of commissioners a complete title in the year 
1812. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented two petitions from 
citizens of Massachusetts, against the Independ- 
ent Treasury, and two petitions from citizens of 
Philadelphia, against the admission of Texas into 
the Union: all of which were Jaid on the table. 


Mr. FULTON presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Arkansas, instructing their Senators, 
and requesting their Representatives in Congress 
to use their endeavors to obtain the passage of a 
law providing for running the boundary line be- 
tween that State and the new Republic of Texas: 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


On motion ef Mr. LYON, leave was given to 
the heirs of Henry Mudd to withdraw their peti- 
tion and papers. 


On motion of Mr. KING, the bill giving effect 
to the eighth article of the treaty with Spain was 
taken up, and considered as in Committee of the 
W hole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the petition 
presented by him some days ago in relation to the 
international copyright bill, was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

On motion of Mr. LYON, the bill making anap- 
propriation for certain roads in the Territory of 
Wisconsin was taken up, and after a debate in 
which it was supported by Messrs. LYON, NOR- 
VELL, KING, LINN, TIPTON, YOUNG, and 
WHITE, and opposed by Mr. WALKER, the 
bill, after an amendment, was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, moved to take up the 
bill providing for the reduction and graduation of 
the price of the public lands. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, hoped the Senator 
from Alabama would not press the taking up of 
this bill to-day. He, for one, was not prepared to 
go into a consideration of ghis measure, and he 
hoped it would be passed over or made the order of 
the day for some day next week. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, replied that he did not 
expect to take any vote on any one question in- 
volved in this bill to-day, and he did not believe 
that the Senate would be unwilling to indulge the 
Senator with an opportunity of giving his views 
on it.. He was unwilling, however, to accede to 
the proposition to postpone the bill, as he could 
not see how the personal convenience of the Sen- 
dtor would be promoted by it. 


| 


Saas 
—————eeeeeeaaaaaaeS=aea eee 
aa. 









the bill at some length, and removing the objec- 
tions that might be urged againstit; after which, 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, again urged the post- 
ponement of the bill, and the making it the order 
of the day for Monday next. He looked upon 
this as one of the most important measures that 
could be brought before Congress, affecting the 
public domain to the amount of millions. 

After some remarks from Messrs. CLAY, of 
Alabama, NILES, and GRUNDY, 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, said that if no gentle- 


, man wished now to address the Senate on the sub- 


ject, he and the other friends of the bill were 
willing to lay it on the table till Monday, provided 
the Senator from Kentucky would agree to move 
to take it up on that day. 

Mr. CLAY, of Kentucky, assented, and on his 
motion the bill was laid on the table, with the 
understanding that it be taken up on Monday 
next. 

[The speech of Mr. Cray, of Alabama, will be 
given in-dull as soon as it can be prepared.]} 


On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the bill for the 
prevention and punishment of dueling in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was taken up, the question being 
on the amendments of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. NORVELL said, that by the third section 
of the amended bill before the Senate, any person 
leaving this District with a view to challenge, or 
accept a challenge, to fighta duel without the Dis- 
trict, was subject to indictment and punishment 
to the extent of twenty years’ imprisonment in 
the penitentiary. Now, he suggested a doubt 
whether Congress had any power to extend its 
jurisdiction, in cases of this kind, into the several 
States of this Union. It was competent for Con- 
gress to exercise this power within the limits of 
the District. Here their jurisdiction in these cases 
was completed. He was, therefore, of the opinion 
that the third section of the bill was unconstitu- 
tional. It was the more exceptionable, as it pro- 
posed to punish the mere conception of an inten- 
tion within the District to engage in a duel beyond 
ifs limits. He was in favor of the object which 
the bill had in view, that of effectually suppress- 
ing the odious practice of dueling; but he desired 
to accomplish that object in a proper and consti- 
tutional manner. 

After a debate, in which Messrs. SMITH of 
Connecticut, SMITH of Indiana, CLAYTON, 
STRANGE, ROANE, GRUNDY, and MOR- 
RIS, took part, 

On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, and without tak- 
ing any question on the bill, 

he Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, March 30, 1838. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the following pe- 
titions upon the subject of the late duel, which 
were referred to the select committee having that 
subject under @onsideration, viz: R. Lang and 72 
others, citizens of Surry; John Somes and 35 
others, citizens of Mount Desert; Hiram Burr 
and 30 others, citizens of Brewer; Jefferson Cham- 
berlain and 54 others, citizens of Eddington; R. 
Long and 23 others, citizens of Surry; George 
Lennard and 14 others, citizens of Thomaston, 
all in the State of Maine, and Thomas Graham 
and 73 others, citizens of the city and county of 
Philadelphia 

Mr. TAYLOR presented three several petitions 
from the inhabitants of the towns of Manlius, 
Cicero, and Marcellus, Onondaga county, New 
York, relative to the late duel, which resulted in 
the death of the Hon. Jonaruan Cicer, asking 
Congress, ‘‘out of a regard to the freedom of de- 
bate, the character of Congress, the example to 
the country; out of a decent respect to the opin- 
ions of the world, and to the laws of God and the 
Republic, to expel any member criminally en- 
gaged in that transaction,”’ 

etitions on the same subject were presented 
by Mr. GRENNELL, of Massachusetts, Mr. 

AMMOND, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. TAY- 
LOR, of New York, which were similarly re- 
ferred. 

Petitions on private matters were, on leave, 

















presented b 
tuck Y> and 


Messrs. SOUTHGATE, of Ken- 
cCLURE and LYON, of Pennsyl- 







vania. 

Mr. HARPER, on leave, presented certain 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, m 
relation to a Western armory; which were re- 
ferred to the same Committee of the Whole hav- 
ing that subject under consideration. 

Mr. SERGEANT, on leave, presented certain 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylva- 
nia, on the subject of a dry dock. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, on leave, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was agreed 
t 
























0: 

Reselved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means inquire into the expediency of increasing 
the salaries of the officers of the Mint at Charles- 
ton and New Orleans. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Wavs and Means, moved that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the bill making appropriations for the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities; which was agreed 
t 
















0. 

Mr. C. then reported an amended bill, making 
appropriations for preventing and suppressing In- 
dian hostilities for the year 1838, and for arrear- 
ages for the year 1837; which was read twice, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. C. also reported Senate bill, without amend- 
ment, to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to correct a mistake in the payment of a sum of 
money awarded to Fortescue hippies surviving 

artner of Conway and Fortescue Whipple. 

The bill having been read twice, 

Mr. C. moved the House go into committee 
thereon, explaining the urgency of the claim, 
arising out of a mistake in paying money into the 
Treasury. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, objected to 
giving any one claim preference over all others. 

Mr. MALLORY and Mr. POPE said a few 
words in favor of the motion; which was agreed 
to 
























The House then went into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Snyper in the chair, considered the 
bill, rose and reported it to the House, and it was 
read a third time, and passed. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY, from the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, reported 
Senate bill, with sundry amendments, entitled 
‘‘An act for the relief of certain persons therein 
named.’’ 

Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, made a favorable report on the case 
of D. C. Johnson; which was referred to the 
same Committee of the Whole having charge of 
a bill for his relief. 


FORT GIBSON. 


Mr. McKAY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported with an amendment a joint res- 
olution from the Senate, directing the expendi- 
ture of an perenne heretofore made for the 
removal of the troops from Fort Gibson. 

Theamendment proposed to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to purchase a site for a fort at or 
near the western boundary of Arkansas, and Mr. 
McK. moved it be concurred in, 


Mr. MERCER inquired of the gentleman from 
Arkansas whether the proposed arrangement in 
this amendment was in conformity with the plan 
for the defense of the western frontier. 

Mr. YELL replied that it was. 

The resolution was then read a third time, and 
passed. ’ 

Mr. RIVES, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of James H. Grant, ——Simp- 
son, and —— Voorhees. 

Mr. EWING, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Maxwell. 





































Also, a bill for the relief of the executors 
Robert McFarland, deceased, late a pensioner 
the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, moved thatt 
tofore made by him 


yunfavorable report here- 
front that committee on the 
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petition of John W. Cox, be taken from the table 


and referred toa Committee of the Whole House; 
which was agreed to. 


POSTAGES. 
The following 
Looms of New Y¥ 
in order, and was agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Postmaster General furnish 


to this House an estimate, showing, as near as he 
can ascertain, 


L. What proportion of the mails of the United || 
States consists of free parcels estimated by weight. | 


2. What proportion consists of free parcels es- 
timated by amount of postage on parcels that pay 
postage, and accounting all printed documents at 
pamphlet postage. 

3. What would be the proportion of the amount 
of postage to be paid by the Government, in case 
all free parcels were charged to Government at the 
same rate that printed parcels are charged. 

4. To how low a rate the tariff of postage can 
be reduced, and sustain the Department, in case 
all parcels conveyed in the mails were chargeable 
with postage. 

5. To how low a rate the tariff of postage can 
be reduced, now or prospectively, within two 
years, retaining the present franking privilege, 
and sustain the Department, with a rate of tariff 
deemed judicious and proper by him, in case such 
reduction should be ordered. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The following, submitted some weeks since by 
Mr. HOPKINS of Virginia, also came up in its 
order: 

Resolved, Thata select committee, consistin 


of 
five members, be appointed, whose duty it oh 


all 


be to make a faithful and comprehensive investi- | 


gation into all such abuses as may exist in the 
administration of the legislative branch of the 
Federal Government, with a view to the speedy 


correction of the same by the adoption of such a | 


system of reform and retrenchment in the con- 
tingent expenses thereof, as the public good may 
require; and that the said committee be instructed, 


also, to inquire into the expediency of divorcing, | 


by law, the Government from the public press, by 
prohibiting, in future, every officer thereof, in his 
official capacity, from employing any conductor 
of a political journal to execute any portion of 
the public printing. 

Mr. HOPKINS said he had no disposition to 
debate this resolution, but would feel willing the 
House should at once vote upon it. A few re- 
marks as to the reasons which had induced him to 
offer it, might not be out of place. He was satis- 
fied that such a proposition was peculiarly called 
for, and should be adopted. It aimed at what he 
regarded as a growing evil. The extraordinary 
increase of the expenditures on the part of that 
House for its printing was a subject, he thouzht, 
forcibly calling for some reform. The resolution, 
however, related as well to the printing done for 
the several Executive Departments as for that done 
under the order of the House, the increase of the 
expenses of which had been enormous. During 
the year 1829, the whole expense of the congres- 
sional printing only amounted to about $30,000, 
it was now about$100,000. He could not say what 
that of the Executive Departments amounted to, 
but the evil was augmenting there also. 

The object Mr. H. had in view not only pro- 
posed to effect an actual saving of some sixty or 
seventy thousand dollars a year, but another no 
less important object, that of separating the pa- 
tronage of the Government from the public press 
of the country. In proposing this, he had him- 
self no party or personal views to subserve, and 
the person who now did the printing for the House 
had but a small party in his support there, and 
Mr. H. was one who voted forhim. It was not 
to favor any particular ie et the editor of any 
political journal, that t 


far as possible, tle 
the public press. 

Nor did 
political j 
ington. 
ing the laws 
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resolution, submitted by Mr. | 
ork, some time since, came up | 
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introduced; but, on the contrary, to separate, as 
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fine his object alone to the 
Sashed in the city of Wash- 
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| enjoying, in this way, the peculiar patronage of 
|| the ascciaiants and he was for taking thataway 

|} also, and devising, if practicable, some scheme by 

|| which the same object could be accomplished, and 

| which, he believed, might and could be devised. 
It could be done by a general publication in this 
city, in the Congressional printing office, and the 
dissemination ofa large number of copies through- 
out the country. Either this or some other mode 
might be devised. 

if the independence of the public press was im- 
portant, it was no Jess important, for the attain- 
ment of that object¥to separate it from this cor- 
|| rupting influence, for corrupting it is, and cor- 

|| rupting it will continue to be while human nature 
|| continues what itis. He repeated that he had no 
desire to debate this proposition, for it was not 
the discussion, but the action of the House he 
Wanted, and he had no doubt that gentlemen had 
sulliciently weighed and examined it to vote 
upon it. 

The resolution proposed to raise a committee 
to inquire into the expediency of separating the 
atronage of Government from the public press. 
f this was desirable, and it seemed to him no one 
could question it, it was certainly proper and 
necessary to inquire whether any, and what, sub- 
stitute could be devised; whether it be an evil, 
and if an evil, how could a corrective or remedy 
be applied, and what that remedy could be. He 
thought it could be found in the establishment of 
a public press, entirely separated from Govern- 
ment patronage, confined only to the printing of 
the Government, as well that of both branches of 
Congress as that of the Executive Departments. 
Even as a question of economy, if they could 
effect a saving in one single year that would cover 
the entire cost of such an establishment, it was 
highly important, and he thought this would be 
the case. Why, since 1829 the annual expense 
of the printing of Congress had swelled from 
$30,000 to $100,000 year, and, including the Ex- 
ecutive Departments, to probably nearly $150,000; 
and that, too, while it was well known that the 
presen’ rate of prices allowed to the public print- 
|| er Lad remained unchanged. The Government 
|| loses the benefit of all the improvementsand ben- 
efits which had grown out of the substitution of 
machinery in presswork for manual labor power, 
and all the advantages of the general reduction in 

the price of paper, no unimportant item. 

At any rate, continued Mr. H., this resolution 
proposed no interference with any party. It pro- 
posed only an investigation into the expenditure 
of money for public printing, a subject certainly, 
as it seemed to him, worthy of investigation, 
That investigation could be made without preju- 
dice to any party; and as it proposed a retrench- 
ment, there could be no reasonable objection to 
it, especially at this crisis, when they had, only 
a few months ago, saddled the country with a 
debt of $10,000,000, and had a proposition before 
them of saddling it with $10,000,000 more. Un- 
der the present mode, they were going on witha 
most profligate and uncalled-for system of ex- 

enditure, while the Treasury was substantially 
fanheupt. s 

With reference to the necessity that might be 
alleged for the publication of the laws ina news- 
paper, it was not so indispensable, for the fact 
was known to Mr. H. that the selection of the 
papers was not always confined to that press hav- 
ing the largest circulation in its neighborhood, or 
the State wherein it was published. But whether 
that portion of the Government patronage had 
been eT or improperly dispensed, was not 
germane to the proposed inquiry under this reso- 
lut#™, for his object was, sincerely and heartily, 
to sever this influence; and he much doubted, if 
there was a single inquiry that would come before 
the House this session, more entitled to its grave 
and serious consideration. 

{n conclusion, Mr. H. disclaimed having any 
private feeling in this matter, and he knew not 
whether he should again have any agency in dis- 
pensing the patronage of the House. His sincere 
desire was to separate it on public grounds alone. 
In point of economy alone, it was a proposition 
peculiarly and forcibly recommending itself to the 
favorable consideration of that House. As a po- 
litical question, aside from party—for, as he said 
before, party feeling had, or should have, no con- 
nection with it—the measure ought to meet the 
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approbation of all. He hoped the House 
atonce vote upon it, and adopt it. 
Mr. CUSHMAN was understood to say that 








would 


: 
‘ 
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> desire to introduce reform and retrenchment. But, 
said Mr. C.,it should commence in that House 
itself, 
late and present sessions of this, much has been 
said in regard to Executive abuses, Executive 
usurpation, and Executive corruption; and during 


the whole serics of these repeated declamations, | 
he, for one, had been of the opinion that the abuses | 


more and greater than in the Executive branch of 
the Government during the whole course of the 
late and preaent Administrations. 

Nevertheless, Mr. C. was opposed to this reso- 
sss lution. 
convinced the object sought to be attained by it 
was wholly impracticable. ‘The gentleman says 
*#Jet them inquire.”’ 
and Mr. ©. was willing to go as far as that gentle- 
man, or any other, to make necessary inquiries. 


But what was the presentcase? Now, it was well | 
, 


- 3) known that, @iace the establishment of the Gov- 
ernment, the dominant party, whichever it might 


be, not only in the Federal, butin the State Legis- | 


Jatures also, had invariably employed what has 
been cailed, if you please, partisan printers, and 
partisan editors. And why should 7 notdo so? 
So long as the Opposition had the predominancy, 
they used toemploy their own partisan printers, 
and no complaint was made about it; and why 
should any complaint arise.now? He saw no 
reason for it. 

it was said, however, that the expenses of the 


public printing by the House had very much in- | 


creased during the last jew years. He admitted it; 
but the fault was in the House itself, and there was 
as much power it the House to correct it without 
raising a select committee for the purpose as by 
one, and it was justaseasy. The increased ex- 
penses had grown out of the increased number of 
docuinents, ordered to be printed, and the evil 
could be corrected by gentlemen rising in their 
beats and objecting to it. There was, therefore, 
no necessity to raise a special committee for this 
purpose. 

Again, the gentleman says that if this evil were 
corrected, or, in other words, that if a person 
; could be selected, other than a partisan printer, it 


would, at once, reduce the expenses of the public | 


printing. Now, Mr. C. apprehended directly the 
reverse would be the result, because if you ever 


bring into this city a person, and set up a press | 


here under his management, for the express pur- 
pose of doing the printing of the House, the 
expense will be doubled, instead of being reduced. 
He was convinced, after much reflection, that this 
would be the result. 

{ Again, says the gentleman, the Government 


ought to be taken away. (fr. 
appeal to the gentleman, and ask him into what 
State he would go and find aprinter who was not 
a partisan? None: Mr.C. knew of none. Let 
the gentieman go into New Hampshire, and if 
te he could find a printer there who was not a par- 


than Mr. C. could, for he was wholly ignorant of 
any sucheditor. ‘There was no such thing there. 
Call an individual into this city, let him set upa 
; press or set up one for him, to do the printing of 


Congress, and how long would he remain here | 


without being a partisan printer? It was not in 
the nature of things. It wasnot in human nature 
to be indifferent and listless upon the greatgand 
vital subjects that agitate the public mind. he 
feelings and impulses were the same in an editor 
as in everybody else, and I, said Mr. C., have 


) often made the remark, and will again attest its | 


truth, that whenever an individual says he is not 
a party man, or that he is no partisan in politics, 
then | have a right to doubt that man’s integrity, 
and Ido doubtit, Sir, | had much rather see a 
man a partisan than one who is not, because then 
I know and believe that he is an honest man— 
whether he is my friend in politics or my foe, 
makes no difference. Let him bea partisan, 
shows he takes a deep interest in the great ques- 
tions that agitate the country. It isso in regard 
to all public editors, and should the gentleman’s 


















he most cordially responded to the gentleman’s | 


During the last Congress,and during the | 


in that House, in the same pefiod of time, had been | 


He was opposed to it, because he was | 


That was all very proper, | 


patronage ot the public press to partisan editors, | 
not only here, but throughout the United States, | 
Now, Mr. C. would | 


tisan, on one side or the other, he could do more | 
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resolution be adopted, should this special com- 
mittee be raised, and should they report a reso- 
lution declaring that the Secretary of State shall 
employ no editor to publish the laws of the Uni- 
ted States who is a partisan, then, sir, your laws 
| will go without being published at all. Editors 
and publishers are all partisans; either with the 
||} Administration, or opposed to it. 
|| At this stage, Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, 
called for the orders of the day, being private bills. 


INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


Mr. CLARK begged leave to propound an in- 
| quiry to the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
|} and Means. It was, when he proposed moving 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the Inde- 
|| pendent Treasury bill. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied, the very mo- 
|| ment they got through the pressing and urgent 
appropriation bills, he should ask the consent of 
| 
{ 
| 








the House to take up that subject. 
THE FULTON CLAIM. 


The House then took up the motion, made on 
a former day by Mr. Wappy Tuompson, to re- 
consider the vote by which the ‘* bill for the relief 
of the heirs of Robert Fulton’”’ was passed. 

Mr. DUNCAN, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the House at some length in support 
of the motion to reconsider, and in opposition to 
the bill. 

Mr. HOFFMAN replied at length, and de- 
fended the claim of the heirs of Mr. Fulton with 
great earnestness, 

Mr. WADDY THOMPSON went into an ex- 
planation of the reason which had induced him 
to make the motion to reconsider, and why he 
should vote against the bill. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, replied at some 
length to the gentlemen from South Carolina and 
Ohio, explained the reasons which had induced 
the committee to report the bill, and stated why 
he thought it ought to pass. 

Mr. CUSHMAN rose, and moved the previous 
question, but withdrew the motion at the request 
of 

Mr. BIDDLE, who replied to the remarks of 
Mr. Duncan at some length, and supported the 
claim with great zeal. Mr. B. then, in accord- 
ance with the pledge given the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, renewed the motion for the pre- 
vious question; which was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. MITCHELL called for the yeas and nays 
on the main question, which was on the motion 
to reconsider; which were ordered, and were— 
yeas 8], nays 87. 

So the motion to reconsider was decided in the 
negative. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting copies ofall letters written by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to collectors or receivers, 
between the Ist of January, 1834,and the present 
time, having any reference to defalcations, omis- 
sions, or any other irregularity. Also, copies of 
all other reports made by persons employed to ex- 
amine certain land offices. 

On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, laid on the table. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 30, 1838. 


Mr. NORVELL presented six petitions from 
sundry citizens of Michigan, praying that appro- 
priauions may be made for the construction of a 
military road from Dearbornville to Brest, on Lake 
Erie; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce; 

Mr. McKEAN presented the resolutions of the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, in relation to the 
erection of a dry dock inthe navy-yard at Phila- 
delphia; which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ROANE presented the petition of the presi- 
dent and directors of the Bagk of Alexandria, 
praying for an extension of their charter; 

Also, the petition of a nwmber of the citizens of 
Washington, praying for the’ i 
pavement of wood on Penhs 
of which were referred to th 
® District of Columbia. 
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Mr. ALLEN said that he had received from his 
excellency, the Governor of Ohio, a communica- 
tion inclosing a resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of that State, which he rose to present to the 
Senate. The General Assembly had, he said, in 
this resolution, expressed their opinion that the 
State possessed all the local advantages necessar 
to entitle her to the location, within her limits, of 
the National Armory contemplated by Congress, 
He fully concurred in this opinion, and should 
to the utmost of his power, act in conformity 
with it. 

The Legislatures of several other States had 
passed resolutions, and the people of numerous 
cities and towns had forwarded to Congress me- 
morials during the present session, setting forth 
their respective claims, as sites for the foundery 
and arsenals which are also in contemplation, 

These resolutions and memorials had been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
the committee had asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration of them, and that they 
be laid upon the table, in consequence of having 
previously reported to theSenate a bill embracing 
all those works, as well asan armory to be estab- 
lished in the West. This bill, the Senate would 
recollect, proposed to establish one foundry, one 
armory in the West, an arsenal in each of the 
States in which there now existed none, and a 
depot of arms and munitions of war in Missouri, 
Arkansas, and Wisconsin; and it refers the se- 
lection of sites for all these establishments to the 
President. 

In thus requiring the selection of these sites to 
be made under the direction of the President, the 
committee yielded to the conviction that to fix 
them by law would be utterly impracticable, as 
had been evinced by repeated failures, within the 
last twenty years, to fix the site for a western 
armory by an act of Congress. As often as any 
one point has been proposed in a billas the most 
eligible site, innumerable other points were im- 
mediately proposed as still more eligible; and each 
member refusing to surrender the claims of his 
particular State or district, the bill has gone down 
under the pressure of the contest. Such being 
our past experience, and such the bill now re- 
ported by the committee, Mr. ALLEN said that 
itremained for him only to give the resolution 
he had presented the same direction which had 
been given to the other resolutions and memori- 
als to which he had referred. He, therefore, 
moved that the resolution be read, laid upon the 
table, and printed; and said, that should the bill 
become a law, he should take measures to present 
the claims of Ohio to the consideration of the 
Executive in the strongest light, and press them 
with all the energy which truth would allow. 

Mr. LINN rose to ask whether there was a 
provision in the bill for a depot in Missouri. He 
would merely remark that two years ago an appro- 
priation passed Congress for a depot in that State, 
and that it was now building. If this bill pro- 
vided for another, it was, he presumed, put in by 
the committee through inadvertence. 

Mr. ALLEN said that he presumed it was put 
in through inadvertence, as it was not intended 
to establish another depot in that State. 

Mr. LINN said he had forborne to say any- 
thing on the subject of the memorials presented 
here, or of stating the superior advantages pos- 
sessed by his State, to entitle her to the location 
of the contemplated armory within her limits. 
The bill referred the selection of the sites to the 
President, who was to cause suitable examinations 
to be made, and he had, therefore, forborne from 
even mentioning the claims of Missouri, believ- 
ing that there could not be the slightest difficulty 
in fixing on Missouri after the examination was 
made. He was perfectly willing to leave the 
matter to the President. 

Mr. ALLEN said that it was with pride and 
pleasure he admitted, and that he congratulated 
Congress and the whole American people upon 
the fact, that every member of the Senate could 
rise in his place and with sincerity and truth 
ascribe to his own particular State such beauties 
d resources as but few other portions of the 
obe enjoyed. Whatever might be the diversit 
of opinions with regard to the senpeceye ad- 
vantages of the several States, he gloried in be- 
holding no single feature upon the broad face of 
our country without charms to allure and boun- 
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ties to reward the honest labor of man with 
plenty, security, and happiness. He should not, 


at this time, depart from the order of business to | 


delineate the beauties or disclose the resources of 
the young, powerful, and magnificent State from 
which he came; nor should he now attempt to 
measure the water power, both natural and arti- 
ficial, which streams along her fruitful surface, 
or the exhaustless minerals that lie beneath it. 


These things are, to some extent, known to all | 


the western Senators, as also to some others, 
who have traversed that region. 

The resolutions were then read. 

Mr. KING could not but admire the great for- 
bearance of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Lixn,] who forbore to urge the claims of his State, 
because he was satisfied that, when an examina- 
tion was made, she would have the preference. 
Now, as it seemed to be the fashion of the day 
for gentlemen to make a display of the advantages 
possessed by the States they represented, he would 
merely advert to one circumstance to show that 
the claims of his State were not behind those of 
Missouri or any other. A distinguished gentle- 
man, whom the Senator from Missouri would at 
once acknowledge to be one of the most intelligent 
observants and judicious men in the country, 
(Gen. Jackson,) was of the opinion that this es- 
tablishment should be located in the State of Ala- 
bama, at the foot of the Muscle shoals, where 
minerals, water power, and facility of transpor- 
tation existed to the greatest degree. He hoped 
that the Senator from Missouri would allow some 
weight to the opinions of the distinguished gen- 
tleman who stood so high in his estimation, and 
that he would abate some little of his cofidence in 
the superior advantages of Missouri over the 
other western States. He further indulged in the 
hope that the present President would not, after 
the examination was made, overlook the claims 
of Alabama. 

Mr. LINN laughingly observed that he had 
great respect for the opinions of Gen. Jackson in 
such matters; but that distinguished individual 
certainly could not have reflected that there was 
sucha place as Missouri at the time, or he never 
could have made the remark. He would main- 
tain there was not such aspotin any State. [Mr. 
BrenTON, in an under tone: ‘* Say inthe world.”’ 
Yes, he would say not in the whole world. He 
knew of one twenty miles square in that State 
which would include two iron mountains, which 
possessed nearly all, if not all, the requisites for 
armoriesand foundries. lron ores of every qual- 
ity, lead, copper, zinc, sulphur, alum, emery, 
plasiieig, ant alter, niaiaonte, and water power 
to an unlimited extent. Arms could be thence 
transported by the Mississippi to the~ Gulf of 
Mexico, to the western frontier by the Missouri, 
Arkansas, and Red rivers and their tributaries, 
and to the northern lakes by the Illinois, Wis- 
consin, and Ohio rivers. He said he felt confi- 
dent that when the capacities of Missouri for such 
a work were examined into, the claims of the 
other western States would sink into insignifi- 
cance, 

Mr. ALLEN asked the Senator from Missouri 
if there were not in some parts of his State to be 
found cannon and muskets already made. 

Mr. BENTON said in an under tone, that there 
was a river in his State called “Cannon Ball 
river,” from the circumstance of there being found 
in itan abundance of round stones in the shape 
of cannon balls. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, presented the petition 
of Brigadier General William W. Garrard, ask- 
ing indemnity for horses purchased for the service 
of the United States during the war with the Creek 
Indians in the year 1836; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the bill from the 
House for the relief of Samuel Milligan reported 
the same without amendment; and, on motion of 
Mr. W. it was read the second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. W. from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the bill from the House, making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the United States for the year 1838, 
reported the same without amendment, and gave 
notice that he should call up this bill to-morrow, at 
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the earliest moment after the consideration of the dueling in the District of Columbia, was taken 


morning’s business. | 
On motion of Mr. PIERCE, the Committee on | 
Pensions was discharged from the further consid- || 
eration of the petitions of John Edwards, the || 
widow of Elisha Patterson, Ebenezer Heeock, the || 
daughter of Col. Abram Morgan, Lemuel Patter- || 
son, and Alexander McAlister, Jesse Cline, and 
Gillis Hitt. 
Mr. P. from the same committee, reported a | 
bill for the relief of David Walrod; which was | 
read and ordered to a second reading. 
The following resolutions were submitted: 


By Mr. NORVELL: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to make to the Senate a statement, 

Ist. Of the amount of money now in the banks, 
or under the charge of the Department, or of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or of any other 
officer or persons attached to, or connected with, 
the War Department, belonging to any Indian or 
tribe, or band of Fe hagpen, pe Bopeny Aas speci- 
fying the Indian or Indians to which each portion 
of such money belongs, and the treaty under which 
the money has been received, and the terms and 
conditions upon which, and the object or objects 
for which it remains in the care and keeping of the 
Government, or any officer or agent thereof. 


€ 

2d. Of the present condition of such money, 
whether any and what portions of it have been in- 
vested, in what securities, for what terms of time, | 
at what rates of interest, when and where payable, 
at what dates respectively such investments were | 
made, what were the respective values in the mar- 
ket of the securities in which any such investments | 
have been made at the times when the investments | 
were taken; whether any portions of such money | 
remain uninvested, and, if uninvested, whether | 
they are deposited in banking institutions; and, if 
so, in what banks, and upon what terms; and, if 
not so deposited, in whose hands and care they | 
now are, and upon what terms, as to security, 
interest, and the like. 


Mr. LINN offered the following; which was 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
pacing the bust of Thomas Jefferson (now in the | 

ibrary of Congress) on a mass of iran ore, which 
was sent for the purpose from the Iron Mountain | 
by the people of the town of Caledonia, Wash- | 
ington county, Missouri. 


Mr. L. said that this ore had been brought on | 
by him for the express purpose named in the res- 
olution, and which he admitted ought to have been 
presented before. The expense had been paid by | 
the citizens of Caledonia, who had expressed their | 
desire that the bust should be placed on itas a 
tribute of their respect for the memory of that 
great man under whose auspices Louisiana was 
acquired, the vast resources of which were every | 
day becoming more and more developed. 

On motion of Mr. LYON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from | 
Grand Rapids, in Kent county, to lonia, in Ionia | 
county, in the State of Michigan. | 


The bill from the House of Representatives, 
making appropriations forthe supportofthe Army |) 
for the year 1838, was read twice, and on motion | 
of Mr. BENTON, referred to the Committee on | 
Finance. 

Mr. GRUNDY submitted a substitute for the |) 
ere bill, by way of an amendment, which, 

y general consent, was received informally, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The bill for the relief of William R. Taylor, 
administrator of Jonathan Taylor, deceased, was 
taken up, and, after a debate, was ordered to be | 
engrossed for a third reading. | 

The following bills were severally read the || 
third time and passed: 

The bill making appropriations for certain roads 
in the ‘Territory of Wisconsin. 

The bill to revive and continue in force the act | 
to provide for persons disabled by known wounds | 
received in the revolutionary war; and 

The bill giving effect to the 8th article of the 
treaty with Spain. 

The bill for the prevention and punishment of 











up, the question being on the amendments of the 


| Committee on the Judiciary. 


(The following brief synopsis of the debate is 
given, until the speeches on the occasion can be 


| written out. 


Mr. CLAYTON expressed his objections to 
dueling in a very pointed manner, and his sin- 
cere desire to do all in his power to suppress it, 
He very much doubted, however the efficacy of 
the bill before them. Such was the severity of 
some of its provisions that it would be next to 
impossible to procure convictions under it. And 
there were other objections which he could not 
reconcile tohis mind. One ofthe provisionssought 
to make the sending of a challenge felony, which 
was only a misdemeanor in the eye of the com- 
mon law. Mr. Crayron argued the subject at 
considerable length, lated to subserve the purpo- 
ses for which they were intended. While he ad- 
mitted the practice of dueling to be both illegal 
and immoral, yet he said it was not of that class 
of crimes which should subject offenders to the 
cells of a penitentiary, and make them the asso- 
ciates of the vilest felons. There was nothing in 
the offense that was either base, mean, or sordid; 
neither were those likely to be engaged in it per- 
sons who we would dare to send to a penitentiary 
to be classed with thieves and vagabonds. ‘The 
moral sense of the community would be shocked 
at such a measure, and such a law would be ren- 
dered a mere nullity, from the interference of the 
Executive prerogative. He deprecated dueling as 
much as any man could do, and was disposed to 
go all reasonable lengths to prevent it. On the 
whole, he believed some legal provision neces- 
sary. If he could getthe modification he desired, 
he would vote for the bill as amended by the Ju- 
diciary Committee, although he sincerely be- 
lieved it would not have the good effect its friends 
designed. 

Mr. PRENTISS replied at some length, con- 
tending that the practice of dueling was con- 
demned by all laws, human and divine; that it 
was regarded as acrime by every Government in 
Christendom, was subversive of the great princt- 
ples of the Christian religion, and ought not to be 
tolerated by any Christian people. Mr. P. looked 
as much to the moral power that this law would 
have, as to its penal enactments. He asked if 
any man of honor could allow himself to fight a 
duel after the passage of sucha law? The subject 
was, in his opinion, a momentous one. We were 
acting not for the present time, but the passage of 
this bill would have its due weight on all after 
generations. The people of this country expect, 
nay, demand of us, some enactment by which 
this odious and sinful practice may be discon- 
tinued and forever prevented. 

Mr. LINN was of opinion that the Senator 
from Delaware had treated the subject with so 
much sound practical sense, that little else could 
be left to be said"6n the subject. What commu- 
nity (said Mr. L..) could be found that would pro- 
nounce a man either a murderer or felon, who 
might have chanced to kill another in fair and 
equal combat? No man, he was persuaded, that 
came to acton his responsibility asa juror, would 
be prepared to render such a verdict. Many of 
the States had passed severe penal enactments in 
relation to this matter, and yet where was the 
State where such laws had been carried into effect? 
Other Legislatures again had sought milder reme- 


| dies, such as punishing dueling by disfranchising 


their citizens, rendering them forever after incapa- 
ble of holding offices of profit or trust, honor or 
emolument; such laws, he maintained, had a 
more wholesome action than those severe, unjust, 
and cruel enactments, because the one was gen- 
erally carried into effect, while the other was little 
better than a dead letter. To illustrate the effect 
of public opinion on this subject, Mr. L. instanced 
a case in his own State, where the people were as 
much adverse to fighting as those of any other in 
the Union (though he was aware that u contrary 
opinion prevailed among many in relation to Mis- 
souri,) where a small man, for a supposed offense, 
was cruclly lashed by a large one, the result of 
which was a challenge on the part of the small 
one to fight, in which duel the large man was shot 
twice, the last wound mortal. The survivor was 
found guilty under the laws of Missouri, when a 
petition was gotten up, signed almost unani- 
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lature, which body remitted the penalties almost 
by acclamation; and so Mr, L, said it would be 
in all like cases,either the Legislature or Executive 
would step in to counteract the law. If such a 
bill could be introduced as would strike at the root 
of the evil, it would cheerfully have his — ort. 
He was aware that dueling was not defensi le on 
principles of Christianity, neither was national 
warfare; and yet how frequently had it been en- 
gaged in, and justly, too, by Christian nations. 
All the Legislatures of the Union have concurred 
in denouncing the practice of dueling as evil in 
itself, and yet have we not seen them come in to 
stay the laws? From what little he had seen, it 
appeared to him that fighting was like marrying, 
the more barriers that were erected against it, the 
surer were they to come together. 

Mr. SMITH spoke long and vehemently in 


favor of the bill, maintaining that all enactments | 


mously by the people, and presented to the Legis- | 


| 


against crime had grown out of some past act of | 
villainy that shocked the moral sense of the com- | 
munity. The object of this law was not somuch | 


to prevent those fond of dueling from engaging 
in it, as to protect those coming from States where 
the people were not fond of murder or killing in 
any shape. For his own part, he was not afraid 
of any man with pistol or sword; but he advo- 
cated the bill to protect the Representatives of 
New England from those gentlemanly assassins 
or banditti who might seek to call them out for 
words spoken in debate, and shoot them in a fair 
and gentlemanly manner. Mr. 8S. alluded, in no 
measured terms, to the late transaction, in which 
a Representative had lost his life; and said, if the 
instigator of that murder had been in Connecticut 
he would no more have escaped than if he had 

one up and shot down his victim in the street. 

ir. S. was for arresting this practice in its incip- 
iency, by striking at once at the root of the evil, 
and making all persons, however remotely con- 
cerned, punishable. He thought the man that 
advised to such a step was as bad as the princi- 
pal, and would treat him accordingly. Mr. S. 


could not draw any distinction between a murder | 
in a duel and out of it; and he maintained there | 
was none, save that which grew outof the morbid | 


imagination of gentlemen on such matters. Was 
not the effect the same to the bereaved wife—the 
children made orphans—and was not the moral 
sense of the community alike shocked? These 
were questions for the advocates of dueling to 
answer. He thought the country bound toerect 


some barrier against this infamous system, or | 


by and by the people who send their Represent- 
atives to Congress would have to accompany 
them with a body-guard, armed with swords and 
pistols for their protection. If a man would, in 
contravention of the laws of God and man, seek 
to fight duels, he (Mr. S.) was clear for inflicting 
upon him that punishment which should be meted 
to the criminal of the worst dye. 

Mr. CLAYTON spoke sometime in favor of 


an amendment which he offered, to wit: subject- | 


ing persons engaged in a duel to imprisonment for 
a term notexceeding two years, and a fine not ex- 
ceeding two thousand dollars, and to be made for- 
ever after ineligible to any office within the gift of 
the Government. Mr. C. dwelt on the efficacy 
of such laws in his own State, where dueling | 
was once quite common, but had now —— 
ceased. Even the shooting of pistols, whic 
had been practiced as an amusement, had, since | 
the passage of the law, gone entirely out of 
fashion. 

Mr. LINN repudiated the idea of denouncing | 
men as murderers and felons because they had 
fought duels. Some of the purest and best men | 
on earth had been engaged in them, and should 
not be so stigmatized. That some duels had 


| 
] 
| 
| 





| 








taken piace from light and insufficient causes, was 
not to be denied, and certainly was much to be 
regretted. The question was, how is the prac- | 





tice to be prevented? Mr. L. would answer, not | 
from cruel and sanguinary laws, which in all | 
cases remained a dead-letter on the statute books. | 
Where was there an instance of their being | 
carried into effect? In no case would a jury of 
twelve men be found to give a decision that would | 
doom a man to the gallows, or the loathsome cells | 


of a penitentiary, and brand his name with the | 


| notwithstanding. 





L. thought there were cases of deadly insult 
which few men would not be ready, at all risks, 
to resent; and if he could be Sivwsh aint from 
the unusual warmth and the temper displayed by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Smita] in this 
matter that he would be as willing and ready as 
any man to come forward on all proper occa- 
sions, 

Mr. GRUNDY felt disposed to act in this mat- 
ter without reference to any occurrences of recent 
date; he had found it best in all subjects of le- 
gislation, not to allude to topics calculated to ex- 
cite. Inthe year 1829, an act, (which he hadsome 
agency in compiling,) somewhat similar to this 
in its provisions, was passed by the Legislature 
of Tennessee, providing for the punishment of not 
less than three nor more than ten years’ confine- 
ment. There was also some penalty inflicted upon 
the sending of a challenge, and he thought that 
law had acted beneficially, as duels were certain! 
less frequent in his State since its passage. Mr. G. 
thoughtif this bill were passed, or something like 
it,in its provisions, that it would have a powerful 
effect on public opinion, and certainly no man that 
voted for it could ever fight a duel afterward. All 
the Senate could do, was to provide such enact- 
ments as were deemed best calculated to put a sto 
to the practice, though he was aware that, after ail 
their care, cases might arise where the laws would 
not be likely to bind. Dueling had no advocates 
in the abstract, and all united in condemning it, 
and yet there were times when it was persisted in 
Mr.G. could not agree with 
Senators that the difficulty of conviction in such 
case rested with the juries, as such persons were 
generally opposed to it; but he rather thought it 
owing to the difficulty of obtaining proof to con- 
vict. The seconds were in the eye of the law 
particeps criminis, and either would not attend; or 
if they did, under the plea of not criminating them- 
selves, would refuse to answer. He was not pre- 
pared to say that the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware might not have the happiest effect, 
for the thought of being deprived of the power 
to hold office was a severer punishment in the eyes 
of some people, even than ten years confinement 
in the penitentiary. 

The further consideration of the bill was post- 
poned, and the Senate went into the consideration 
of Executive business at four o’clock, and re- 
mained until near five; and then the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpar, March 31, 1838. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, made a report, concluding 
with the following resolution, the further consid- 
eration of which was postponed till Monday next: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives appoint a competent number of pages 
for the service of the House, not exceeding twelve, 
and between the ages of twelve and sixteen years, 
who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House one dollar and fifty cents per day in 
full for their services. 

That the Doorkeeper appoint a competent num- 
ber of messengers and servants for the service of 
the House, not exceeding sixteen in number, who 
shall receive, in like manner, two dollars per day 
in full for their services. 

That the said Clerk and Doorkeeper shall re- 


| duce the number of pages and messengers by 


them to be appointed, whenever it may appear to 
them that a less number can perform the duties 
assigned to them. 

That it shall be the duty of the Doorkeeper to 
assign to the said pages and messengers their du- 
ties and services, and to have the same performed, 
and, in case any page shall neglect his duty, to 
report the same to the Clerk, who shall discharge 
him, or make a proper reduction of pay for such 
neglect. 

That it shall be the duty of the Doorkeeper, 
whenever any new furniture or repairs of the old 


infamous epithets of murderer or assassin, be- || furniture of the House of Representatives be 


cause he had killed another fairly in a duel. Mr. 1 needed, to apply to the Commissioner of Public 
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Buildings, who shall, if in his opinion it be neces- 
sary, give a written order to the Doorkeeper to 
have the same procured, and the Doorkeeper 
shall procure such furniture and repairs, on the 
best terms on which the same can be had, and 
shall report to the Commissioner the particu- 
lars of such furniture and repairs, and said Com- 
missioner shall carefully examine the same, and 
report to the Clerk his estimate of the value of 
said furniture and repairs, and the same shall be 
by him reported to the Committee of Accounts, 

That the Doorkeeper shall, immediately after 
the adjournment of the House, on each day of 
its session, cause the paper, candles, and other 
stationery and property of the House to be saved 
and preserved, so that no part shall be destroyed 
or used, except for the use of the members of the 
House. 

That it shall be the duty of the Doorkeeper to 
have all documents and papers which may be 
printed by order of the House folded and printed 
before the speeches or other documents of mem- 
bers. 

That the officers of the House or pages or mes- 
sengers shall not be directly or indirectly inter- 
ested in any contract for the supply of stationery 
or any furniture or property, or work done for 
the use of the House. 

That it shall be the duty of the Doorkeeper to 
collect, at the end of each session, all inkstands, 
sand-boxes, paper cutters, seals, and other sta- 
tionery of the House, and to take an inventory of 
the same, and the same to keep and preserve for 
the use of the House; and no new stationery shall 
be purchased except to supply deficiencies, and no 
old stationery shall be sold or disposed of, except 
it be damaged or injured so as to be unfit for use, 
(and then only by order of the Committee of Ac- 
counts.) And when a successor shall be ap- 
pointed, to deliver over to him the stationery 
and other property of the House, with the inven- 
tory thereof. 

hat the Doorkeeper shall hire, at the lowest 
price for which they can be had, asuitable number 
of horses for the transportation and distribution of 
the mail of the House to and from the post office, 
and to the lodgings of the members, and for such 
other necessary business as may be, from time to 
time, required; and he shall superintend the faith- 
ful performance of the duties of the messengers 
employed in this service; and shall report to the 
Clerk of the House a statement of the persons 
employed, and the terms of the contract, which 
shall be reported to the Committee of Accounts; 
and the Doorkeeper, or other officer of the House, 
shall not be directly or indirectly interested in any 
such contract or undertaking. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House shall, 
at the commencement of each session of Congress, 
designate to the Secretary of the Treasury some 
safe and suitable bank, or place of deposit, in 
which the Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit 
the money for the mileage and per diem pay of 
the members of the House of Representatives, 
subject to be drawn out by the check of the 
Speaker, indorsed by the member of the House 
entitled to mileage and per diem pay. 

Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to keep the accounts for pay and 
mileage of the members of the House, to prepare 
checks for members, and, if requieed to do so, to 
draw the money on such checks for the members, 
the same being previously signed by the Speaker, 
and indorsed by the member in whose favor the 
same may be drawn, and pay over the same to the 
member entitled thereto. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms give bond, 
with security, to the United States, in a sum not 
less than five nor more than ten thousand dollars, 
at the discretion of the Speaker, and with such se- 
curity as the Speaker may approve of, faithfully 
to account for the money coming into his hands 
for the pay of the te of the House; and 


that, as a compensation for his increased duties 
and liabilities, he be allowed the sum of three 
hundred dollars, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House. 








PUBLIC PRINTING, | 
The House then resumed the consideration of 


the following resolution of Mr. Hopxtns: | 

Resolved, That a select committee, consisting of | 
five members, be appointed, whose duty it shall be | 
to make a faithful and comprehensive investigation 
into all such abuses as may exist in the adminis- 
tration of the legislative branch of the Federal 
Government, with a view to the speedy correction | 
of the same, by the adoption of such a system of 
reform and retrenchment in the contingent ex- 
penses thereof as the public good may require; 
and that the said committee be instructed, also, to 
inquire into the expediency of divorcing, by law, 
the Government from the public press, by pro- 
hibiting, in future, every officer thereof, in his 
official capacity, from employing any conductor 
of a political journal to execute any portion of the 
public printing. 

Mr. HOPKINS made a brief rejoinder to Mr. 
CusHman’s remarks of yesterday, and adduced 
some additional arguments in support of the prop- 
osition, both as a question of economy and for 
the preservation of the purity of the public press, 
by its disconnection from the patronage of the 

overnment. 

Mr. BOND followed on the same side, and went 
into a number of statistics and details on the sub- 
ject, but, before he concluded, on motion of Mr. 
WHITTLESEY of Ohio, the House passed to 
the orders of the day. 

Several bills from the Senate were read twice 
and appropriately referred. 

The bill from the Senate for giving effect to the 
8th article of the treaty of 1819 with Spain being 
twice read— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to refer 
it to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HARLAN moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HOWARD, in a few remarks, explained 
the reasons why the bill should not go to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and moved to re- 
fer it to the Committee on Public Lands, as being 
the most appropriate committee; when 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew his motion to com- 
mit it to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HARLAN then explained the reason why 
he thought the bill ought to go to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. RICE GAR- 
LAND and WILLIAMS, of North Carolina— 

Mr. CRAIG moved to recommit the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

After a few words by Messrs, LAWLER, 
JOHNSON of Louisiann, HOWARD, HAR- 
LAN, POPE, and RICE GARLAND, the mo- 
tion to commit to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union was disagreed to, and 
the bill was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

PRIVATE ORDERS. 

Mr. SHIELDS, with a view of facilitating the 
business of the House, moved that the House 
take up all bills which will not give rise to debate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD hoped this course would 
not be pursued, because it would block up the 
whole business before the committee of which he 
was a member. 

Objection being made to this mode of proceed- 
ing, the House pursued the usual course. 

The House then took up the bill for the relief 
of John Downs; which was read a third time, and 
passed. 

The House next took up the bill for the relief 
of A. Quertier and Albert, of New Orleans; which 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
to-morrow. 

At a subsequent stage of the proceedings, the 
bill was read a third time and passed. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpar, “April 2, 1838. 
as soon as the Journal of Saturday’had been 
read— 
Mr. HOWARD rose and addressed the House 
as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to perform a duty, the pain- 
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ful extent of which I did not fully appreciate until | attend the funeral obsequies of the late Mr. Mc- 


the present moment. It is from the effort required || Kim. 


to control the feelings which are struggling for the 


1 


The committee next took up the bill for the re- 


mastery that I am made sensible of the difficulty || lief of Thomas Fillebrown, which was passed 
of the task. Sir, my friend and colleague, who || over without being amended. 


oe the toils and shared the responsibilities 
of our joint representation, is no more. Aftera 
brief but severe iliness, Isaac McKim expired 
yesterday morning, meeting his fate with exem- 
er resignation and composure. Conscious of 
1is approaching end for many days previous to 
its occurrence, he looked steadily at death as he 
drew near, step by step, with that unflinching 
courage which a quiet conscience only can give. 
Feeling and knowing, as I now feel and know, 
that he had tried to do his duty, he looked for- 


ward without alarm because he looked backward || 
'| without self-reproach. 


His course through life 
had been the same as his conduct in this House, 
where, I am sure, he has not left an unkind feel- 
ing in the breast of a single member. 
in the active pursuits of commerce from an un- 
usually early period of life, he was one, and per- 
haps the last, of that enterprising class of mer- 
chants whose hazardous but successful industry 
some thirty years ago built up at the same time 
their own fortunes and the prosperity of the city 
which we partly represented upon this floor; but 
the liberality with which he dispensed his gains 
around him was equal to the sagacity which he 
manifested in their acquisition. Two public 
schools, one founded by his father and the other 
by himself, have long made his name blessed by 
the destitute widow to whose children the rich 
gift of education was thus benevolently and wisely 
imparted. The two hundred orphan boys who 
have habitually attended the school of Isaac Mc- 
Kim may perhaps be unconscious of the loss 


which they have sustained; but the tears of their | 


widowed mothers, shed in secret sorrow, will attest 
their mingled gratitude and regret. Sir, to rescue 
from the temptations and dangers of idleness and 
ignorance, any portion of the youth of our coun- 
try, is to effect a work in which patriotism and 
philanthropy eminently unite. But it was notin 
this instance alone that the kind-heartedness of 
my deceased friend was manifested. I cannot call 
to mind a single individual in our extensive pop- 
ulation whose loss will be more felt or deplored. 
He has passed through life with such an unstained 
character that all men of integrity knew him to 
be their proper associate. Mild and courteous in 
his deportment toward others, he followed, as a 
guide in his own conduct, that sincerity and hon- 
esty of purpose upon which his friends never 
counted in vain. 

Next to his family, Mr. Speaker, his loss falls 
most heavily upon myself. Elected by the same 
constituency, we have been, for some years, in 


with each other upon every topic relating to our 
oo duties, and upon his strong oy I have 

een accustomed greatly to rely. is untiring 
attention to business has long been conspicuous 
in this House. No care, no time, no labor 
seemed to him too great to be devoted to the pub- 
lic service. In this House, among his constit- 
vents, in his State, and by his country, his 
absence will be felt. It only remains for us to 
pay such respect to his memory as is due to it, and 
for that purpose, I offer the following resolu- 
tions: 

Resolved unanimously, That the members and 
officers of this House will attend the funeral of 
Isaac McKim, deceased, late a member of this 
House from the State of Maryland, at eleven 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Resolved unanimously, That a committee be ap- 
pointed to take order for superintending the fune- 
ral of Isaac McKim, deceased. 

Resolved unanimously, That the members and 
officers of this House will testify their respect for 
the memory-of Isaac McKim, by wearing crape 
on the left arm for thirty days. 

Resolved unanimously, That when the House 
adjourns to-day it will adjourn to meet again on 
Wednesday next. 

The resolutions being unanimously adopted, 
the House adjourned over till Wednesday, meet- 
ing to-morrow, (Tuesday,) at eleven o’clock, to 


Engaged | 


the habit of the most unreserved communication || 


| The committee then took up the bill for the re- 
_ lief of Nathaniel Goddard and others; which, after 
| a few remarks by Mr. CAMBRELENG and Mr. 
| RUSSELL, was passed over without any action 
being had upon it, 

The committee next took up the bill for the re- 
‘lief of Elisha Moreland, William mrenedy and 
\| others; which, after some discussion by Messrs. 
| BOND, LINCOLN, CHAPMAN, and WiL- 
, LIAMS, of North Carolina, 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, the committee 
rose and reported to the House the bill for the re- 
| lief of Thomas Fillebrown, which was ordered to 
| be engrossed and read a third time on Monday 


| next. 
WILLIAMS and 


| Messrs. 
|| leave, presented petitions. 
On motion, the House adjourned. 


LAWLER, on 


IN SENATE. 

Monpay, -4pril 2, 1838. 
| The CHAIR communicated a report from the 

Treasury Department, made in compliance with 
|| a resolution of the 16th ultimo, in relation to the 
| French and Neapolitan indemnities; which, on 
| motion of Mr. NORVELL, was laid on the table 
and ordered to be printed. 
The CHAIR also communicated a report from 
the Treasury Department, transmitting a supple- 
| 
} 





mentary report from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, in relation to the preserva- 
tion of the records in the office of the Surveyors 
General: laid on the table and printed. 

Mr. BAYARD presented the petition of the 
Philadelphia, Wilmington, and Baltimore railroad 
company, praying that the Government will re- 
fund to them the duties paid by them on imported 
railroad iron: referred to the Committee on Fi- 
| nance. 

Mr. NORVELL presented joint resolutions 
from the Legislature of Michigan, in relation to 
the conditional surrender to the United States of 
| certain lands selected by that State for seminary 
purposes. The resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. N. also presented a joint resolution from 
the Legislature of Michigan, in favor of the ap- 
| propriation of the whole amount of the estimate 
| for the completion of river Raisin harbor: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McKEAN presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of citizens of Chambersburg, Pennsyl- 
vania, opposed to the practice of dueling; which 
was read, laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. Also, two memorials from citizens of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the Union: laid on the table. 
Also, two memorials from citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, on the subject of slavery: the question as 
to receiving them being laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, the Commit- 
tee on Pensions was discharged from the further 
consideration of several petitions for pensions 
that had been referred to them. 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Milligan was 
read the third time, and passed. 

The amendment of the House to the bill direct- 
ing the expenditure of the appropriation for re- 
moving the troops of the United States from Fort 
Gibson, was considered, and concurred in. 

The bill from the House for the relief of the 
heirs of Robert Fulton was’ read twice, and re- 
ferred. 

The bill from the House for the relief of Ebene- 
zer A. Lester was taken up and considered, and, 
on motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was indefinitely 
postponed. 

The followin 
second time, an 








bills were severally read the 
considered as in Committee of 
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the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a || were performed in conformity to the order of ar- 


third reading: 


The bill to remunerate the captors of the priva- || 


teer Lydia. 

The bill for the relief of Isaac Wellborn, jr., 
and William Wellborn. 

The bill for the relief of William Eadus. 

The bill for the relief of David H. Maxwell. 

The bill authorizing the sale of certain real es- 
tate belonging to the United States at Bath, in 
Maine, and the proceeds thereof to be applied to 
the purchase of another site and the building of a 
custom-house. 

The bill for the relief of Moses Van Campen; 
and 





The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- |, 


resentatives of Everard Mead, deceased. 


DEATH OF HON. ISAAC M’KIM. 





A message was received from the House of | 
Representatives, by Mr. Franxuin, their Clerk, 
announcing the death of Hon. Isaac McKim, a 
member of that House from the State of Mary- 
land, and that his funeral would take place from 
their Hall at eleven o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GRUNDY rose and addressed the Senate 
as follows: 

Mr. Presipent: In the absence of both the 
Senators from Maryland, I have been requested 
by the delegation in the other House from that 
State to move a concurrence with the resolutions 


of the House of Representatives, in honor of the 


memory of the deceased. 

A few days since he was among us, in all the 
vigor of health. Within a few hours only before 
his death, he was actually engaged in the faithful | 
discharge of the arduous duties assigned him by | 
his country. He is now gone; and those who | 
esteemed him and loved him, will see him no | 
more. 

Mr. McKim was emphatically the author of his 
own fortunes. Hecommenced life in very mod- | 
erate circumstances, without the patronage of in- 
fluential friends. His industry and energy, under 
the guidance of a clear and discriminating intel- 
lect, enabled him to amass a fortune, not only 
ample, but magnificent. 

He not only knew how to acquire property, 
but he knew how to use it. The accumulation of 
wealth in him did not beget the passion of ava- 
rice. Go to the city of his residence, and the in- | 
habitants can point out innumerable instances of | 
his noble charities, and monuments of his munifi- 
cence and liberality. 

He had reached a good old age. He had been 
honored by his fellow-citizens with a seat in the 
Senate of his State, and hehad often been elected | 
to fill the station he lately occupied. We his asso- | 
ciates knew that, although he was unassuming 
and unpretending, he brought into our councils 
a stock of useful and practical knowledge _pos- 
sessed by few men. 

The reflection that he lived worthily, and died 
probably without a single enemy, will comfort, | 


; ; | 
and in some degree alleviate the sorrows of her || 


who was the partner of his bosom and sharer of | 
his joys and griefs, and those relatives and friends | 
who now deplore his loss. 

Mr. GRUNDY then submitted the following | 
resolution, which was adopted unanimously: 


atives. 
The House of Representatives, preceded by their 
| 





tend the funeral of Hon. Isaac McKim, late a 
member of the House of Representatives from the | 
State of Maryland, at eleven o’clock to-morrow; | 
and, as a testimony of respect for the memory 
of the deceased, they will go into mourning by 
wearing crape on the left arm for thirty days. 

On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, 


The Senate adjourned to meet to-morrow at 
eleven o’clock. 


nehieiiaitendeiialebeaiitionge 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
Tvespay, April 3, 1838. | 


Pursuant to order, the House of Representatives 
convened a few minutes before eleven o’clock, 
for the purpose of attending the funeral obsequies 
of Hon. Isaac McKim, late a Representative in | 
Congress from the State of Maryland; which | 


| 
| 
} 


| rangements: 
FUNERAL OF HON. ISAAC M’KIM. 


The Committee of Arrangements and Pall- 
bearers will attend at the late residence of the 
deceased, at Gadsby’s Hotel, on Pennsylvania 
| avenue, at 10 o’clock,a. m., Tuesday, April 3; at 
which time the remains will be removed, in charge 
| of the Committee of Arrangements, attended by 
| the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representa- 
| tives, to the Hall of the House. 

At 2 o’clock, p. m., funeral service will be per- 
| formed in the Hall of the Elouse of Representa- 
tives, and, immediately after, the procession will 
move to the Railroad Depot, on Pennsylvania 
| avenue, in the following order: 

The Chaplains of both Houses. 
Physicians who attended the deceased. 
ommittee of Arrangements, viz: 
| Mr. Howarp, of Maryland. 

Mr. Avams, of Mass. Mr. Grascocx of Ga. 
Mr. Camprecenc,N.Y. Mr. Jounson, of La. 
Mr. Tatiarerro, of Va. Mr. Mitier, of Mo. 

Pall Bearers, viz: 

Mr. McKay, of N.C. Mr. Incuam, of Conn. 
Mr. Wuirttxesey, of O. Mr. Yext, of Ark. 
Mr. Lyon, of Ala. Mr. Sourneate,of Ky. 

The family and friends of the deceased. 
The members of the House of Representatives 

and Senators from Maryland, as mourners. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Represent- 








Speaker and Clerk. 
The other officers of the House. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. 
The Senate of the United States, preceded by the 
Vice President and their Secretary. 
The other officers of the Senate. 
The President of the United States. 
The Heads of Departments. 
Foreign Ministers. 
Citizens and Strangers. ; 

The body will then be placed in the car which 
will be provided for the purpose, and carried to 
Baltimore, attended by the chaplains and physi- 
cians, the committee of arrangements, the pall- 
bearers, the delegation from Maryland asmourn- 
ers, and such of the officers and members of the 
two Houses of Congress as may be able to attend, 
for whom cars will be provided. 

On the arrival of the procession at Baltimore, 
it will move to the place of interment, in the order 
which is designated above. 

Arrangements have been made for the return to 
Washington, on the same evening, of those who 
may attend the body to Baltimore. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, -4pril 4, 1838. 


Memorials on the subject of the late duel were 
presented by Mr. CUSHMAN, of New Hamp- 
shire; Mr. FAIRFIELD, of Maine; Messrs. 
GRAY, PECK, PRATT, and BIRDSALL, of 
New York; Mr. FLETCHER, of Vermont; Mr. 
CUSHING, of Vermont; and Mr. WEBSTER, 
of Ohio; all of which were referred to the select 


|| committee having that subject under investiga- 
Resolved unanimously, That the Senate will at- || 


tion. 

(Mr. Cusuman presented the petition of Brad- 
bury Bartlett, and other citizens of Nottingham, 
New Hampshire, praying an investigation into 
the facts relative to the late duel between two 
members of Congress. 

Mr. FairrFiexp presented the following petitions 
| upon the subject of the late duel, which were re- 
| ferred to the select committee having that subject 
_under consideration, viz: Moses Sweat and 20 
others, citizens of Parsonfield; the same and 115 
others, citizens of Parsonfield; Joseph Hiltan and 
81 others, citizens of Brewer; Wait W. Keenand 
84 others, citizens of Brewer; Abel Gibson and 
_ 78 others, citizens of Brownfield; Daniel Osgood 
| and 79 others, citizens of Brownfield; Isaac A. 
Thayer and 38 others, citizens of Oxford; Jairus 





'| S. Keith and 39 others, citizens of Oxford; James 


Leach, jr., and 51 others, citizens of Penobscot; 
| Wilson Carpenter and 33 others, citizens of Pe- 
nabscot; Elias M. Carter and 53 others, citizens 


of Bethel, all in the State of Maine; and Samuel 





+ aang and 4] others, citizens of the State of 
io. 

Mr. Frercuer, of Vermont, presented the pe- 
tition of William Heywood, jr., and 25 citizens of 
Guildhall, praying Congress to interfere and pass 
a law against dueling. 

Mr. Wessrer, on leave, presented the petition 
of many citizens of Hamilton and Rossville, and 
their vicinities, on the subject of the late duel and 
against dueling; which was referred to the select 
committee. 

Mr. Birpsat presented the memorial of E£. 
Price and 157 others, inhabitants of the county 
of Wayne, New York, praying the expulsion by 
Congress of every member of that body crim- 
inally engaged in the duel which resulted in the 
death of the Hon. JonatHanCittey. Also, the 
memorial of J. W. Patton and 244 others, inhab- 
itants of the county of Wayne, New York, pray- 
ing Congress to expel every member thereof, who, 
on investigation, shall appear to have been en- 
gaged in the duel between Messrs. Cittey and 
Graves; which, on motion of Mr. B. were re- 
ferred to the select committee having the subject 
under consideration. 

Mr. B. asked leave to present the memorial of 
Thomas McClintock and 36 others, Waterloo, 
New York, praying the House to rescind the res- 
olution of Mr. Patton, of the 2ist day of Decem- 
a 1837; which was received, and laid on the 
table. 

Mr. Peck presented the petition of W. H. 
Stanley, and sundry other citizens of Gunson, 
Livingston county, New York, on the subject of 
the Jate duel. Also, a similar petition of Shep- 
ard Pierce, and 291 others, citizens of Livonier, 
Livingston county, New York. Also, a similar 
petition of J. A. Campbell, and 100 others, citizens 
of Lima, Livingston county, New York.] 

Memorials on other subjects were presented b 
Messrs. WISE, PICKENS, S. ILLIAMS, 
THOMPSON, HENRY, and BRONSON, (for 
Mr. JONES of Wisconsin, who was in attend- 
ance before a select committee of the House.) 

(Mr. Henry presented the petition of George 
Casspady of Mercer county, Pennsylvania, a sol- 
dier of the late war, who had his arm shot off in 
the battle of Chippewa, and prays Congress for 
an increase of his pension: on motion, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, on leave, sub- 
mitted the following resolution, which was agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Speaker communicate to the 
Governor of the State of Maryland, that a vacancy 
has occurred in the representation of the House 
of Representatives, by the decease of the Hon. 
Isaac McKim, late a member thereof from that 


State. 

Mr. CUSHMAN asked leave to move an order 
that, from and after this day, the House meet at 
eleven o’clock, a. m., until otherwise ordered; but 
it was objected to. 

Mr. PRATT asked leave to offer a resolution 
directing potraits of the first five Presidents to be 
executed by American artists, and placed in the 
Executive mansion; but it was objected to. 


EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 


Mr. WISE asked leave to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expedienc and 
propriety of repealing the laws providing for an 
exploring expedition, and of converting, by law, 
the vessels fitted out for said expedition, into a 
squadron to be stationed on the Atlantic coast of 
the United States, to ascertain the soundings of 
its shoals, inlets, channels, bays, rivers, creeks, 
and harbors; to instruct the officers of the Navy 
in the pilotage of our own waters; to train them 
in seamanship; to afford relief to vessels in dis- 
tress; and to protect our coast. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY, premising that this was 
a subject of considerable importance, moved a 
suspension of the rule. 

Mr. WISE remarked, that the adoption of the 
resolution instanter was indispensable, inasmuch 
as the appropriations for the expedition were 
already embraced in the annual Navy bill. 

The House refused to suspend the rule. 
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Mr. GRAHAM, of North Carolina, asked 
leave to submit the following: 


Resolved, That this House will, from and after 
Monday next, meet daily at eleven o’clock, a. m., 
until otherwise ordered. 


Objection being made, 

Mr. G. moved a suspension of the rules, and 
asked for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
and were—yeas 110, nays 29. So the rules were 
suspended. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, then moved to 
amend the resolution so as to take a daily recess 
from two till half past three o’clock. 

After some remarks from Messrs. CAMBRE- 
LENG, WHITTLESEY of Connecticut, REED, 
POPE, and BOON in opposition to the amend- 
ment, and by Messrs. WHITTLESEY of Ohio, 
and REED in its support, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY asked for the yeas and 
nays, but they were refused; and it was further 
discussed by Messrs. LEGARE, WILLIAMS 
of North Carolina,and CAMBRELENG in op- 
position, when the amendment was rejected with- 
out a division, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DAWSON then rose and said that, as a 
member of the Committee on Mileage, he had 
reported a bill on that subject which it was abso- 
lutely necessary should be either passed or re- 
jected. He therefore moved a suspension of the 
rules, in order to take up and consider that bill; 
but the House refused. 


DUTIES OF OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 


Pursuant to order, the House took up the res- 
olutions in relation to the duties of the officers of 
the House. 

{They are published at length in the Globe of 
Saturday evening last. 

The resolutions having been read, the first was 
taken up, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives appoint a competent number of 
pages, not exceeding twelve, and between the 
ages of twelve and sixteen years, who shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 
$1 50 per day, in full for their services. 


Mr. McKENNAN moved to amend the first, 
80 that it should not affect the pages now in the 
employ of the House, by limiting its operation 
to the next session of Congress. 

Messrs. JOHNSON, of Maryland, JOHN- 
SON, of Virginia, and CONNOR, spoke briefly 
against the amendment, when it was agreed to— 
ayes 67, noes 62. 

Mr. HAYNES moved further to amend the 
first resolution, by giving the appointment of the 
pages to the Doorkeeper instead of to the Clerk. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to add the words, ** with 
the approbation of the Speaker,” which Mr. H. 
accepted as a modification. 

After some remarks from Messrs. HAYNES, 
ADAMS, JOHNSON, of Maryland, and MA- 
SON, of Ohio, the amendment was agreed to—73 


to 51. 

Mr. CONNOR moved that ten boys be em- 
ployed, instead of the proposed number of twelve, 
which was disagreed to. 

The other resolutions were also discussed at 
reat length, amended, and, in their amended 
orm, Saar in. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 

Executive communications, namely: 

1. From the Acting Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a report of the Chief Engineer, contain- 
ing certain information respecting the harbor of 
St. Louis. 

On motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

2. From the same, transmitting a report of the 
commissioners appointed to lay out the military 
road on the western frontier. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

3. From the same, transmitting a report of the 
Commanding General, and accompanying docu- 
ments, from which can be derived information of 
the number and composition of the military forces 
in Florida during the year 1837. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, referred to the 
same committee, 











; , ita 
4. From the same, in relation to the commercial I 


intercourse between the British provinces of Nova || 
Scotiaand New Brunswick and the United States. || 
On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
5. From the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a supplementary report from the Commis- 
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appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 


penses of the Government for the year 1838 was 


| taken up. 


The following amendment, reported by the 
Committee on Finance, being under consideration: 
Add to the end of first section, Provided, That 
there shall exist in the President and the Post- 


sioner of the General Land Office in relation to the || master General the same power to transfer funds 


preservation of the records in the offices of the || 
Surveyors General. } 

On motion of Mr. YELL, referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. GARLAND of Louisiana, on leave, laid 
on the table an amendment he proposed to sub- 
mit to the preémption right bill; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


| 
IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, “April 4, 1838. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Fayette county, Indiana, praying the 
establishment of a certain mail route: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the petition of Hiram 
Todd, Cyrus Taber, and Alexander Hamilton, | 
praying the passage of a law vesting the right of | 
certain Indian yeservations to them as reservees: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BAYARD presented certain papers, as 
evidence in the case of Alexander McCrae, asol- 
dier in the late war; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the memorial of the 
Mississippi and Alabama railroad company, ask- 
ing for a donation of land, &c., referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. MERRICK presented the resolutions of 
the General Assembly of Maryland, in relation 
to the currency generally, and in opposition to the 
Independent Treasury: laid on the table and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, moved to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of William 
Bancroft; and also from the memorial of the Le- 
gislature of Wisconsin: which was concurred in. 

Mr. DAVIS, agreeable to leave, introduced a 
bill for the relief of the heirs of Silas Elbert, de- 
ceased, and for other purposes; which was twice 
read, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. LINN gave notice that he would on to- 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill for the relief 
of the heirs of Philip Barber, deceased. 

On motion of Mr. KNIGHT, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of mak- 
ing a survey of the harbor of Providence, Rhode 
Island, preparatory to the removal of a sand bar 
or deposit at the entrance of the harbor. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported, without amendment, the bill 
making Ce cee for the support of the 
Army for the year 1838. 

The Soo bills were severally read the third 
time and passed: 

The bill for the relief of Isaac Wellborn, jr., 
and William Wellborn. 

The bill for the relief of Doctor David H. Max- 
well. 

The bill for the relief of William Eadus. 

The bill to remunerate the captors of the pri- 
vateer Lydia. 

The bill authorizing the sale of certain real es- 
tate belonging to the United States at Bath, State 
of Maine, and the appropriation of the proceeds 
to the purchase of a site and the building a cus- 
tom-house at that place. 
=o bill for the relief of Moses Van Campen; 
an 

The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Everard Mead, deceased. 

The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and referred: 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Robert 
Fulton; 
” bill for the relief of Captain John Downes; 
an 

The bill for the relief of A. Curtier & Albert, 
of New Orleans. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the bill making 
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from one to another head of appropriation be- 
tween the appropriations above made for the 
service of the General Post Office, as exists in the 
President gnd any other head of an Executive 
Department to transfer funds appropriated under 
one head to the service of another, in any other 
branch of the public service. 

Aftersome remarks from Mr. CRITTENDEN, 
in opposition to the amendment, and from Messrs. 
WRIGHT, NILES, and GRUNDY, in its sup- 
port, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to amend the bill 
by inserting a proviso that the above appropria- 
tions for the Post Office Department, together with 
the salary of the Postmaster General, shall be paid 
out of the revenues of the Post Office, which are 
or may be paid into the Treasury agreeably to 
the act of 2d July, 1836. 

After some remarks from Messrs. GRUNDY, 
WRIGHT, and NILES, in opposition to the 
amendment, and from Mr. CRI" TENDEN, in 
its support, the question was taken, and the mo- 
tion to amend was lost without a division. 

The amendment was then ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill, as amended, to be read a 
third time. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, 

The bill directing the transfer of moneys un- 
claimed by certain pensioners, and the payment of 
the same at the Treasury of the United States, was 
taken up and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

On motion of Mr. ROANE, the Senate took up 
and considered, as in Committee of the Whole, the 
bill to establish a criminal court in the District 
of Columbia; and, after an amendment, it was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill to prohibit the giving or accepting a 
challenge to fight a duel in the District of Colum- 
bia, can the punishment thereof, was taken up, 
the question being on the amendment offered by 
Mr. Crayton. 

After some remarks from Mr. PRESTON, the 
bill was passed over informally; and 

The bill making appropriations for the civiland 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year 1838; 

The bill making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the year 1838; and 

The bill directing the transfer of moneys un- 
claimed by certain pensioners, and the payment 
thereof atthe Treasury of the United States, were 
severally read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. NORVELL, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, “April 5, 1838. 
Mr. PATTON moved the following; which 
was unanimously adopted: 
Resolved, That William J. McCormick be ap- 
pointed Postmaster of this House. 


ELECTION OF DOORKEEPER. 


Mr. McKENNAN then asked the consent of 
the House to take up the resolution providing for 
the election of a principal Doorkeeper on Mon- 
day next at two o’clock. 

Objection being made, the rules were suspended 
—92 to 34. 

Mr. GRAY then moved to insert to-day at one 
o’clock. 

Mr.CAMBRELENG hoped this motion would 
not prevail. There were several urgent appro- 
priation bills before the House, and this was the 
only public business day of the present week. 

The amendment was disagreed to—ayes 69, 
noes 73. 

Mr.WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, said he thought 
there were officers enough already, and he there, 
fore moved to postpone the resolution till the first 
Monday in December next. 
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Mr. CAMBRELENG asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 
Mr. BOON stated, briefly, why he should vote 


for the postponement. He dissented from the 
principle involved in this question; for, indpen- 
dent of the House having got along very well 
with the present Assistant Doorkeeper for the 
best part of three sessions, there was another prin- 


ciple in it still stronger, viz: that the House did,’ 


on the annunciation of the death of the late Door- 
keeper, direct his fullsalary to be paid to his widow 
till the end of the present session of Congress. 
Mr. B. did not envy the widow at all; but the 
same principle would apply as forcibly, and with 
as much justice, to every member of the House 
who might die during his term of service, and his 
ver diem for the whole session paid to the widow. 
em, he could not go for this principle, and more 
especially with the fash over him for extravagance, 
and the comparisons recently made between the 
expenditures of the House under this and the late 
Administrations, and former ones, every small 
and trifling item having been industrious] yenumer- 
ated. If other gentlemen were disposed to do so, 
they had a perfect right, and on them would rest 
the responsibility of paying a double salary for 
the performance of the duties of one officer. 

After a few words from Messrs. HAYNES, 
EWING, BRONSON, and TAYLOR, against 
postponement, and a brief rejoinder by Mr.BOON, 
the question was taken, and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 74, nays 91. 
_ So the House refused to postpone the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, then moved to 
amend it by adding the following: 


Resolved further, That the office of Assistant 
Doorkeeper, from and after the election of Door- 
keeper, be dispensed with. Lost. 


Mr. RUSSELL then moved to amend by strik- 
ing out ‘‘on Monday next, at two o’clock,’’ and 
inserting ‘‘forthwith;’”? which was agreed to, 
and the resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

Before the House proceeded to ballot— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved the 
following order: ‘* That in the ballotings for Door- 
keeper the individual who receives the smallest 
vote shall be dropped, and so on,’’ but it was dis- 
agreed to. 

The House then proceeded, and the following 
nominations were made: 


Mr. GRANT nominated Mr. Lindsey. 
. HALL nominated Mr. Whitcomb. 
. TAYLOR nominated Mr. Folansbee. 
. SERGEANT nominated Mr. Burch. 
. PATTON nominated Mr. Dade. 
. HAYNES nominated Mr. Beale. 
. CARTER nominated Mr. Hamilton. 
. TURNEY nominated Mr. Williams. 
. PENNYBACKER nominated Mr. Bogan. 
. RIVES nominated Mr. Hungerford. 
.S. W. MORRIS nominated Mr. Patton. 
. CHAMBERS nominated Mr. Washington. 
. ATHERTON nominated Mr. Harrison. 
Mr. HOFFMAN nominated Mr. Palmer. 
Mr CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, nominated 
Mr. McCormick. 
Mr. EVANS nominated Mr. Weightman. 
Mr. SHIELDS nominated Mr. Addison. 
Mr. LAWLER nominated Mr. Mount. 
Mr. COLES nominated Mr. Sangster. 
Mr. HAWKINS nominated Mr. Burke. 
Mr. Grant, Mr. Hatt, Mr. Taytor, Mr. Ser- 
ceant, and Mr. Haynes, were appointed tellers. 
There were six ballots, the last of which re- 
sulted as follows: 


Be BE Ir Fee env tn nee ocscccnsens pecncesen 
Necessary to a ChOICE......ccccccccscccces. coccccees 8 
For Mr. Welesibes Eaihs abhi naehenainoas she Peanediane 91 
Re EN or inca lnaknecusinnsimeegeantnensace 70 
Mr. Washington...........cscescereecseesevees 12 
Hearttering...cccccccccscccessccceccccecoscecscncsccose . nie 
So Mr. Folansbee was declared to be duly 
elected, and took the oath of office. 
The following message in writing was received 


from the President of the United States by the | 


hands of his Private Secretary: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States: | 
I herewith transmit to the House of Represent- | 
atives a report from the Secretary of State, with | 


| mittee on Private Lan 


177 || 
9 || Indians, residing in 


accompanying papers, in answer to their resolu- 
tion of the 21st ultimo. 


M. VAN BUREN. 

Wasuincron, April 5, 1838. 

[The report was in relation to the destruction 
of the Caroline, at Schlosser.] 

_ motion of Mr. CUSHMAN, laid on the 
tabie. 

Mr. LEGARE, on leave, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of granting to Mrs. Brown, daughter of 
Sergeant Jasper, the commutation pay of a sub- 
altern officer, or such other compensation as she 
may be, in the opinion of the committee, entitled 
to under the laws and the practice of Congress. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
relation to lands sold under the preémption i. 
A on motion of Mr. BOON, was laid on the 
table. 

The Senate’s amendment to the general appro- 
priation bill was taken up and concurred in. 

Also, the amendment of that body to the bill in 
relation to pension balances was likewise con- 
curred in. , 

Sundry bills from the Senate were taken up, 
read twice, and referred to their appropriate stand - 
gs Sig pee 

he bill for the relief of Thomas Fillebrown, 
was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 





[Mr. Gray, of New York, yesterday presented 
the following: The petition of 86 inhabitants of 
aes Cortlandt county, New York, praying 
for the expulsion from Congress of every mem- 
ber thereof who was criminally engaged in the 
late duel, and that the persons so engaged be 
handed over to the legal tribunal of the State 
whose criminal code they had violated. Also, the 

etition of sundry inhabitants of Lansing, Tomp- 

ins county, praying the same. Also, the peti- 
tion of sundry inhabitants of Tompkins county, 
praying the same. Also, the petition of sundry 
inhabitants of Tompkins county, praying the ex- 
pulsion of the surviving principal and the seconds 
in the lateduel. Also, the petition of 171 inhab- 
itants of Elmira, Chemung county, praying the 
passage of laws to prevent dueling.} 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, April 5, 1838. 


Mr. GRUNDY presented the petition of Rob- 
ert Berry,a soldier of the Revolution, praying for 
a pension: referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. NORVELL presented the preamble and 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
Michigan, calling the attention of Congress to the 


| expediency of making a survey of Detroit river, 


on the American side, to ascertain how far the 
channel required improvement, with a view to 
defense in case of a war with Great Britain: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LINN, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Philip Barber, 
deceased; which was twice read, and referred, 
with the accompanying documents, to the Com- 
Claims. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of the Brothertown 
isconsin, praying fora title 
to their lands, and to be made citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, and the same was referred to the Com- 


|| mittee on the Public Lands. 


Mr. YOUNG presented the resolutions of a 
large meeting of certain citizens of I}linois, on the 
subject of a mail route: referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. YOUNG gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, ask leave to bring ina bill to granta 
— of land to the Sicctosions and Rock 
River Canal Company for purposes of internal 
improvement. 


he bill to establish a Criminal Court for the 





District of Columbia, was read the third time and 
passed. 

The Senate took up and considered, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Henry Fisher, deceased, 

r. BAYARD moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing interest, at the rate of six per cent.; and after 
a debate, in which the amendment was supported 
by Mersrs. BAYARD and CLAYTON, and op- 
posed by Messrs. WHITE and NILES, this 
amendment was rejected—yeas 10, nays 20; after 
which, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third er. 

Mr. BENTON laid on the table the statement 
of the Missouri volunteers relative to the battle 
of Okechobee, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be 
instructed to inquire whether any additional sup- 
plies will be needed by the Treasury during the 
present year; and if so, to inquire into the expe- 
diency of raising said supplies by selling the 
bonds given by the Bank of the United States of 
Pennsylvania for the United States stock in the 
late United States Bank, or by loans. 

On motion of Mr. LINN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route direct from 
Palmyra, Missouri, to Shelbyville, the seat of 
justice of Shelby county. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to prohibit the giving or accepting a challenge to 
fight a duel in the District of Columbia, and for 
the punishment thereof. 

r. PRESTON said he had no objection to the 
pemege of a law against dueling, although he be- 
ieved that the common law, if peepeny enforced, 
was abundantly sufficient. It might be thataddi- 
tional legislation was necessary to enforce it; but if 
80, it was worthy the consideration of gentlemen 
who urged this measure whether the insufficiency 
of the common law was not induced bya state of 
public opinion (whether intelligent or not he 
would not stop to inquire) which was adverse to 
the stern execution of the law applicable to duel- 
ing. If this were so, the object which gentlemen 
had in view would not be attained by the introduc- 
tion of other and sterner penalties. On the con- 
trary, he (Mr. P.) thought they made the law more 
inefficient when they made it more severe, because 
it became more opposed to public sentiment. 

The practice of dueling, Mr. P. said, originated 
in, and was sustained by, public opinion; and so 
long as it was so sustained, it would prevail, in 
despite of law, on that principle which had passed 
into a proverb, that Shen public opinion set its 
face against the measure, no law would be requi- 
site, Gentlemen who were advocating this meas- 
ure seemed to think that laws against dueling had, 
in many instances, been successful in suppressing 
it. In that he thought they were mistaken, at 
least to the extent of the influence which the 
claimed for thoselaws. Itmight have happened, 
in a particular case, that public opinion, by some 
gross abuse of the practice, had been so raised 
against it that the enactment of new laws had 
strengthened and consolidated the feeling of the 
community, so as to bring the institution of duel- 
ing into disrepute. Such was the case in Vir- 
ginia; but whether that State had succeeded in 
checking the passions which gave rise to chal- 
lenges, or had merely forced them into some more 
violent forms of ebullition, remained yet to be 
seen. 

Dueling had undoubtedly produced much folly 
and much misery, but at the same time it had mit- 
igated the indulgence of revengeful passions, 
which, taking the milder and more deliberate 
course, evaporated entirely, or assumed a less 
atrocious form. Was it not,asked Mr.P., man- 
ifestly less outrageous upon receiving offense to 
send a challenge than todrawadirk? Timecould 
then be had for reflection—for adjustment; but 

even should the affair be pushed to the extreme 
issue, there were circumstancesand chances which 
would go to make it less objectionable than sud- 
den aa violent personal renconters. It was not 


his purpose to vindicate the practice of dueling, 
or to enter into a full discussion of the proposed 
law, but merely to notice some of the remarks of 
the honorable Senator from Connecticut, which 
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he bad heard with great regret, and with, he 
must be permitted to say, with some little degree 
of indignation, That 
proper to indulge himself in no measured terms of 
denunciation against the actors in a recent event, 
which the wholecommunity deplored, and coupled 
with this indecorous attack upon the gentleman, 
whose conduct isat this moment the subject of in- 
vestigation before the other branch of the national 
Legislature, the very extraordinary declaration 
that this law is intended to protect the North 
against the South—protect (said Mr. P.) the North 
against the South! 

Mr. President, the gentleman is under a mis- 
take,a grievous mistake! He thinks that ifa gen- 
tleman from the South challenges one from the 
North, the latter must fight; that there is no escape, 
that his fate is settled, his doom fixed! Not so, 
sir! not so. I am happy torelieve the honorable 
Senator from so painful adelusion. The fighting 
a duel is matter of mutual consent. It is a ren- 
conter agreed upon, and deliberately arranged, by 
both parties. The challenged party agrees to be 
shot at, and agrees to shoot at the challenger; 
and, indeed if he had been rightfully informed, the 
challenged party had a wider field of selection and 
more important objects of choice than his adver- 
sary. ‘The challenged party first decidedwhether 
he would fight, then the time, the place, weapons, 
distance, everything according to his own wishes, 
and if he falls, itis by means which he thought 
least dangerous to himself, and most so for his 
antagonist. This voluntary agency seemed to 
have escaped the attention of the Senator. The 








mutual design and mutual capacity to kill have | 


not been understood by him, nor has the very 
great advantage of being the challenged party— 
the advantage of selecting weapons with which 
he is familiar, and the challenger is not, and by 
hurrying the time so that familiarity cannot be 
acquired. It was by omitting to consider such 
facts that the Senator thought all penalties should 
be decreed against the challenger, and that all sym- 
Eubr was to be reserved for the challenged! 

his very extraordinary error, in point of fact, 
seemed to pervade all the gentleman’s logic, mo- 
rality, and sensibility. The idea that the chal- 
lenged party is bound to fight makes it necessary 
in his judgment to pass a law for the protection 
of New England. The same idea induced him 
to stigmatize ail the parties on one side, in arecent 
and most melancholy transaction, with all the 
harshest epithets known to our language, and to 
charge them with the highest crimes known to our 
laws. In his(Mr. P.’s) judgment, the introduc- 
tion of so painful and exciting a topic could pro- 
duce no good, and the style and temper in which 
it was treated was altogether wrong. Everybody 


lamented the sad catastrophe, and he trusted the | 


Senator would find no example or imitators of that 
bitter spirit which led him to mix up this matter 
with the rancor of sectional prejudice and party 
politics. What justification, in point of morality, 
what excuse, in point of decency, had the Senator 
for thus dragging before the Senate, on charges of 
conspiracy, assassination, and murder, gentlemen 
who are not here to be heard, and in regard to 
whom, if the Senator entertained these opinions, 
it was his duty to bring before a competent tri- 
bunal, to have his charges considered and exam- 
ined—the courts were open to him! 

But more, much more, than that, the Senator is 
aware that at this very moment while he accuses, 
judges, and condemns, under the influence of a 

eated imagination and roused feelings, the sub- 
ject of his declamation was undergoing investiga- 
tion in the other end of the Capitol, before the 
committee of the House in daily session. I do 
not complain of the bitterness with which the 
Senator speaks of individuals, that isa matter of 
taste or temper; but I do take strong exception to 
the wanton disregard of common justice toward 
individuals, in condemning them pending their 
trial, unheard and withouttestimony. The Sena- 
tor puts the passage of the law upon the ground 
of protection of himself and his friends, and at 
the same moment shows to what extent protec- 
tion is needed by those whom he may choose to 
selectas the subjects of vituperation. Does the 
gentleman think that the infliction of physical in- 
jury is the only way in which a man can be 
wronged? ls it less an assault and outrage upon 
him, to bring him upon this high theater to be ex- 


| 
| 


—— had thought | 





| absence of the two first, the last would be rarely 





hibited as a felonthan to shootat him? Is there | 
but one kind of assassination? fut one kind of | 
murder? Are bodily wounds those alone which | 
are felt? When Virginia passed a dueling law, | 
she enacted new and wider definitions of slander, | 
which would effectually suppress such expres- 
sions as those used by the Senator if used else- | 
where than in a privileged place. When she | 
undertook to suppress dueling, she also essayed | 
to suppress, not only calumny, but also insult; | 
and the great fundamental code of morals, which | 
enjoins that ** thou shalt not kill,’’ also enjoins | 
that ‘thou shalt not bear false witness against | 
thy neighhor.’’ It inculcates upon us to keep | 
our tongue from evil speaking, and exalts charity | 
as the chiefest of virtues. 
Mr. P. contended that his section of the coun- | 
try was as fairly entitled to protection against | 
assaults of that kind as that of the honorable | 
Senator to any assaults from his quarter. He | 
knew how utterly futile was the pretense of | 
sectional protection. It was equally offensive to | 
the North and to the South; it was a mere | 
phantom of the Senator’s fancy. He says the | 
peeve of New England are averse to dueling. | 
f so, he who declines a challenge commends | 
himself to public opinion, and at once satisfies his 
own conscience and fulfills the expectations of his | 
own friends. The whole business of dueling | 
is an appeal to public opinion. It is a mode by | 
which public opinion regulates and restrains the | 
exercise of that wild justice, as Lord Bacon calls | 
it, which the infirmity of our own nature prompts 
us to take beyond the justice of the laws, or the 
morals of the people exempt society from the 
evils of inordinate passions, whether manifested 
by abusive language, by personal outrage, or 
under the forms of dueling. Doubtless, in the 


heard of. 

Mr. P.’s object in troubling the Senate was | 
rather to notice the remarks of the Senator from | 
Connecticut than to discuss the bill. He doubt- | 
ed the necessity for any penalty beyond that of | 
the common law, which had so long been found | 
amply sufficient in England; but if gentlemen | 
thought that additional legislation was necessary, | 
he had no objection. 





Mr. SMITH, of Connecticut, rose in reply. 
He said that, for the purpose of making his views | 


fully understood on this subject, it would be ne- || 


cessary for him to refer occasionally to the late | 
duel, and that his object in doing so was not to | 


create any excitement, or to produce unpleasant 


feelings in the minds of any persons, whether | 
It was ne- | 


concerned in the late tragedy or not. 
cessary for him to bring into view that transac- 
tion, which was the primary cause of action on 


to be understood as not intending to make a per- 
sonal attack on anybody. But if truth, which 
he should endeavor only to advance, should ex- 
cite such unpleasant feelings, he should regret it, 
though he would not shrink from doing what he 
conceived to be his duty on this as well as on all 
other occasions. He should not have thought it 
necessary for him to occupy the time of the Sen- 
ate on this subject further than he had done had 
it not been for the remarks of the Senator from 
South Carolina, on which the question arose 


whether it was necessary for Congress to pass a | 


law for the purpose of preventing a repetition of 
that act which has spread sorrow over this and 
the other body. If that act was one of common 
occurrence, if it was one that the American peo- 
ple would submit to, he certainly would not ask 
Congress to suppress it. If, on the contrary, it 
was one that was abhorrent to their feelings and 
principles, and from which the American people 


sought to be relieved, he certainly should not be | 


prevented from urging the passage of the law. 
Some remarks made by him on a former occasion 
seemed to have deeply excited the feelings of the 
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something like it, and he believed there was a ne- 
cessity for it. He meant no disrespect to the 
South. Their habits and feelings were different 
from those of the North, leading them to feelings 
and practices which the North condemned. 

The North had no such code of honor as that 
spoken of by the Senator from South Carolina, or 
rather, as he subsequently termed it, an ‘* institu- 


| tion,”? which justified them in taking the lives of 


their fellow-men on light and trivial occasions. If 
they had no such code, if they were governed by 
no such faith, there certainly could be no neces- 
sity for passing this law for the purpose of pro- 
tecting them against themselves; and, therefore, if 
there was a necessity for passing this law, it 
must, of course, be for the purpose of protecting 
them against the South and Southwest, where 
this institution existed. A man of the North, 
whose character was not worth a pinch of snuff, 
who had been charged daily in his own city, and 
under his own eyes,as being a murderer, a bank 

artisan, bought up by the bank, is spoken of 
i in terms infinitely more mild than those used 
toward him at the North, and uncontradicted by 
him. How was it? Did not his partner at the 
time charge him daily with being bought by the 
bank, and avow that te was a witness to the trans- 
action? And did not a charge thus made, and 
uncontradicted by him, place him in the same 
position as his quietude under an insult would at 
the South? Was he warranted in giving this 
character to the man who was the principal dis- 
turber in thistragedy? How wasitthatthis man, 
who dared not appeal to the proper tribunal atthe 
North, could come here in the presence of this Con- 
gress, select his comrades, (and where, he would 
ask, were they from,) and enactascene which they 
must all deeply deplore? Mr.S. then wenton at 
some length toargue the necessity of passing this 
law for the protection of the Representatives from 
the North who were opposed to dueling. And 
shall we, he asked, who are the Representatives 
of more than one half of the people of the United 
States, be murdered here at the instigation of a 
worthless character, who hasslandered the whole 
North, and who comes here, selects his member 
of Congress, and places his dagger in his hand? 
It was painful to him to recur to the late tragedy 
near this city, but it was necessary for him to 
do so for the purpose of illustrating the subject. 
What was the cause, and the whole cause, of this 
bloody deed and the loss of a most valuable life ? 
It was merely, and nothing else on earth, because 
the deceased refused, while a gun was pointed at 
him, to acknowledge a man to be agentleman who 
was told every day in his own State that he wasa 
villain, and published as such in half the papers 
inthe country. Now, was this valuable life taken 
away by a northern man, or was it taken away 


Ps See : a '| by this man himself, who dared not place his 
the subject in this body, and he wished distinctly | 


character before the proper tribunal of the coun- 
try, but who came here and selected some instru- 
ment for his infamous work? This was the whole 
cause, and nothingelse. The deceased was to be 
forced to acknowledge what thousands of persons 
did not believe to be true. 

After some further remarks in which Mr. S. 
very forcibly commented on the odious practice of 
dueling, he referred to some remarks of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Preston,] in 
which he dignified the practice as being an insti- 
tution. Now, if dueling was an institution, he 
said they had another institution at the South— 
that of slavery—to which the North was equally 
opposed; and it was worth while to observe how 
the two institutions flourished together. Heasked 
gentlemen to consider this,and make the most of 
it. He expressed no opinion himself.. Mr. 8. 
replied at length to that part of Mr. Paesron’s 
argument, dueling sometimes prevented a worse 
state of things—such as slanderous and abusive 
language, personal violence, &c., and said that 
they had a much better institution at the North 
to prevent all this, which was their courts of jus- 
tice, and that a resort to them was a better vindi- 
cation of character and belter protection aguinst 
violence than a resort to the duel. He concluded 
by saying that he was willing to take the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware, if it was sup- 


Senator from South Carolina. The Senator was || posed that it would afford adequate protection to 
indignant that he had called for the passage of a || the Representatives of the American people who 


law to defend the northern people from the attacks 


were opposed to dueling against those who be- 


of the southern. He believed that he did express | longed to the infected districts. 
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Mr. PIERCE said: In much that the Senator | 
from Connecticut [Mr. Suir] has said I fully |, 
concur; but if I have understood correctly, he has || 


uttered some sentiments which I cannot permit 
to pass in silence. I cannot permit the idea to 
be received here, or go abroad, that New England 
demands or requires special legislation for her 
protection againstany other section of this Union. 

Mr. SMITH explained: He had not intended 
to favor any sectional law; his idea was that the 
habits of the North required no such law. 

Mr. PIERCE. Well, sir, I understood the 
Senator to say that the law was necessary for the 
protection of the North against the South, I re- 
gard it with a broader view. The object is to 
suppress an evil and immoral practice everywhere, 
and the measure most likely to prove efficient in 
the accomplishment of this object will receive my 
cordial support; but I cannot admit that the Rep- 
resentatives of the people whom I have the honor 
in part to represent upon this floor need any laws 
for their personal protection which gentlemen 
from other sections of this Union do not need. 
The people of New England have shown, on 
more occasions than one, that they well know 
how to protect the interests, the honor, and the 
glory of their country; and are the Representa- 
tives of that people to ask at your hands special 
protection for themselves? No, sir, never; we 
may not resist aggression successfully, but, to use 
a part of a phrase that has become proverbial, 
we'll try todo it. If we fail, we shall not ask 
you to interpose your shield for our special pro- 
tection. It was my intention to give asilent vote 
for the strongest measure having prevention for 
its object that should be presented; and I do not 
propose now to discuss the provisions, either of 
the bill as reported by the committee, or the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Del- 
aware, (Mr. Crartron.] While I am up» I will 
make a single remark. My action on the occa- 
sion will have no reference to the past. How- 
ever strong may be my feelings, this, | am ad- 
monished, is not the time or place to express 
them. If I have sorrows deep and abiding, they 
shall have no utterance here, but be left to time— 


** Comforter 
And only healer when the heart hath bied.”’ 





It has been said, in the progress of this debate, 
and | fear with too much truth, that penal laws 
upon this subject in the States where they have 
been enacted, have failed to produce the salutary 
influence that was earnestly to be desired, and 
probably expected. ‘That the form only has been 
changed; that street renconters and assaults have 
taken the place of duels conducted with the usual 
ceremony. We are not without some evidence 
that even the acceptance of the ordinary forms 
would not prevent these disgraceful and shock- 
ing occurrences. We may be assaulted at our 

rivate lodgings by armed assassins; we may 
bawe our limbs shattered, or our lives taken upon 
the streets, for the faithful and fearless discharge 
of our duties here; but this certainly furnishes no 
reason for inaction. My main hope, however, | 
freely confess, of the salutary influence of this 
bill, if it shall become a law, is that it will come 
in aid of the moral sense of the community; that 
it will give tone and strength and power to what 
I sincerely hope may be public sentiment in rela- 
tion to this practice. If my wishes shall be real- 
ized, it will reach not only dueling, but, through 
that omnipotent tribunal, (public opinion,) it will 
reach this relic of barbarism in every form which 
itcan possibly assume. It has been well remarked 
by the Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. Pres- 
TON,] that those laws which are not sustained by 
public sentiment cannot be énforced, and conse- 
quently remain as a dead letter upon your statute- 
book. Sir, they are worse than a dead letter— 
they give countenance to iniquity and boldness 
to vice. 

But if Congress shall do its duty, the law will 
not be violated with impunity. The power is 
here, and if properly exerted we may expect the 
most heart-cheering results. Let those privileges, 
touching the freedom of debate, secured to us by 
the Constitution for the wisest purposes, be sa- 
credly observed, and let no man, directly or indi- 
rectly, become the instrument of their viola- 
tion. Nay, more: if public sentiment, upon this 
subject, is in an unsound and unhealthy state, let 





the work of reformation begin here. Letuscheck, 
on its first palpable indication, that spirit which 
leads naturally, if not inevitably, to personal con- 


| flicts, if indulged in assemblies constituted like 


the two Houses of Congress. We are here to 
deliberate, to discuss when we differ, but not to 
lacerate the feelings of each other by wanton and 
rude personalities; and let the individual who 
shall commit the first violation of-your rules upon 
this subject be called instanter to the bar of the 


| House, and required to apologize onthe spot, or 


be punished by expulsion from the body. I 
would cheerfully submit to this myself, and I will 
give my vote to enforce it upon others. This 
would unquestionably be the most potent, if not 
the only effectual remedy, so far as Copgress is 
concerned; and if it shall ever be adopted in a 
single instance, the influence of that instance will 
not be lost in the remotest corner of this Union. 
Will it be said your rules cannot be enforced by 
such severe penalties? Howdo you expect your 
severe penal laws to be enforced by others? Have 
the*persons who are to administer the lawsa nicer 
sense of justice and the proprieties of life, or more 
firmness, than those who make them? I take it 
gentlemen will hardly admit this. Sir, there is 


what is the consequence, if personalities are di- 
rected to you, and you allow them to pass in si- 
lence. A personal attack leads necessarily to a 
ane reply, crimination to recrimination, and 

oth to that which we deplore and desire to pre- 
vent. 

Now, sir, for some of the indications of the 
state of public sentimentto which | havealluded. 

When you are engaged in the discussion of 
questions of the highest importance, either great 
measures of policy or principles of constitutional 
law,calmly, dispassionately, like Senators, where 
is youraudience? What isthe condition of your 
galleries? Comparativelyempty. But let notice 
be given, let it be understood for a single night 
that ‘reminiscences are to be called up on the 
following day, that the conduct of gentlemen 
here is to be carefuily criticised and scanned in a 
manner that must, in all probability, lead to per- 
sonalities in the highest degree irritating,and what 
is the scene presented? You have then no naked 
walls. Galleries and lobbies are crowded almost 
to suffocation. The privileged seats are occupied 
eagerly, and at atearly hour. Nay, even your 
passages and doors are literally blockaded. 1 
refer to these things with no pleasure; but they 
are notorious, and disclose a state of feeling which 
gives countenance and nourishment to that spirit, 
which, if indulged, is at least likely to lead to 
ulterior results deplorable and fatal. I hope to see 
the day when there will be an instinctive shrink- 
ing in both Houses of Congress from anything 
like rude personality. If that day shall arrive, 
we may then expect here, and throughout the 
country, an end of this practice, which, in the 
abstract, must be condemned by moral and brave 
men,in whatever region they may have had their 
birth, or under whatever influences they may 
have been educated. 

Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate 
longer. I rose merely to say that I give to this 
measure my cheerful support for the whole Union, 
for the South as muchas for the North; and that 
when the Representatives from my native State 
upon this floor shall need any specia! legislation 
for their personal protection—when they shall 
cease to defend the honor and the rights of their 
constituents, and consequently their own, they 
will be regarded by that people as unworthy of 
their stations. 

Mr. PRESTON said that the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Pierce] had entirely re- 
lieved him from the necessity of replying to some 
parts of the remarks of the Senator from Con- 
necticut. Nothing which the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire said could be intended to 
defend his section of country, for it never entered 
in his mind to throw any reflection on the gal- 
lant people of the North and East. If he had for- 
gotten their high reputation for deeds of gallantry, 
he éould never have heard the name of the hon- 
orable Senator from New Hampshire, or the name 





a morbid and unhealthy state of public sentiment 
here upon this subject. It is not to be disguised. 
The most conclusive evidence of it has been fur- 
nished from time to time, ever since I have had the 
honor of a seat ineither House. You know well 


of the lamented member of the other House, 
whose loss they so much deplored, without re- 
membering it. 

Mr. P. considered the allusions made by the 
Senator from Connecticut to the persons engaged 
in this duel as altogether unnecessary, indeco- 
rous, and improper. He put it to the Senator 
whether it was just or proper to bring that into 
discussion here which was in a course of inves- 
tigation before another body. The Senator was 
an anti-duelist, and did not his denunciations 
therefore fall, as much upon the unfortunate dead 
as upon the still more unfortunate survivor? If 
the survivor had perished, would not those epi- 
thets have applied to his antagonist, who volun- 
tarily engaged in the affair, and unfortunately be- 
came the victim? Was not the latter as active 
and efficient an agent as the other, and perhaps 
more so, as he selected the time and place and 
weapons? The honorable gentleman seemed to 
suppose there was some sort of moral coercion. 
Could he be vilified, abused, hunted from place 
to place, and published in the newspapers? Now 
this was the ground taken by all those who sent 
challenges. ‘They cannot bear to be traduced, to 
be vilified, to be published in the newspapers, 
and therefore they send challenges. 

Mr. P., after replying at length to the remarks 
of Mr. Suirn, deprecated his allusions to the per- 
sons engaged in the late duel. They were not 
sitting there as moralists or preachers, but as 
legislators; and if the decalogue informed us that 
we shall do no murder, the same decalogue also 
said ‘* Thou shalt not bear false witness against 
thy neighbor.’”? What availed, he asked, allour 
virtues, if we have not charity? 

Mr. GRUNDY spoke at some length against 
dueling, avowing himself favorable to any bill 
that would be most likely to suppress a practice 
alike contrary to the laws of God and man. He 
maintained that public sentiment was every where 
against the practice, whether in the North, South, 
East, or West. Even the very men who fought 
duels condemned it in their cool and reflecting 
moments. That measure best calculated to sup- 
press it, therefore, was certainly most to be de- 
sired, and upon reflection, he was of opinion 
that the amendment of the Senator from Dela- 
ware would be,after all, the most effectual means 
of doing so. The original bill made the punish- 
ment death, which, he believed, was altered at 
his suggestion, by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, toconfinement in the penitentiary. The first 
was supposed too severe, and consequently would 
not in all probability ever be carried into execu- 
tion—the second was disgraceful, and not likely 
from that cause to be often inflicted. Well, what 
did the gentleman from Delaware propose? Why, 
in the first place, a fine of two thousand dollars, 
which to a man fond of his money was some- 
thing! In the second—he was to be confined in 
the common jail for a period not exceeding two 
years! Well, that was something serious also, 
and likely to make men think of the penalty, 
when they were about to enter into any such 
rash engagements. The next proposition was to 
make them forever after ineligible to any office of 
profit or trust under the Government. This last 
proposition, he seriously believed, would have 
more effect than the fear of death, or horror of 
the penitentiary. There was the clause that 
touched them in a tender point. Those who 
fought duels were generally the young and high- 
spirited, whose sole ambition was to get into 
power and place; and when they found them- 
selves forever excluded by the passage of such a 
law, they would be cautious how they infringed 
its penalties. 

Mr. G. went into a long argument to prove 
that the neglect of communities to punish for 
dueling grew more out of the difficulty of prov- 
ing the facts than any indisposition to punish. 
One of the causes why it had not been so pun- 
ished in this District, was, that, from its limited 
extent, while preliminaries were settled here, an 
hour’s ride enabled the parties to reach the con- 
fines of other States, where all the disastrous 
consequences occurred. This amendment reached 
the matter in its incipiency, and he trusted it 
might be adopted. 
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Mr. PRENTISS made a few observations in | Mr. MASON, of Virginia, reported a bill for '| lutions of the Legislature of South Carolina, re- 
opposition to the amendment. He did not think || the relief of Thomas Cushing. | specting the preservation of Sullivan’s Island, rec- 


the punishment it prescribed sufficient to prevent 


the crime; and he thought it would be partial and 
unjust in its operation. The disqualification as to 
office did not apply to members of Congress; and 
those who would be most apt to commit the offense 
would be from those sections of the country where 
dueling was tolerated. The amendment would 
be, therefore, partial in its operation. 


The Senate then went into the consideration of 


executive business; after which, it adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, pril 6, 1838. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD, on leave, presented the fol- 
lowing petitions upon the subject of the late duel, 
which were referred to the seleet committee hav- 
ing that subject under consideration: Thomas J. 
Stone, and 91 others, citizens of East Machias; 
Timothy Ludden, and 66 others, citizens of Peru; 
and James Lunt, and 66 others, citizens of Peru; 
allin the State of Maine. 


Mr. HALL asked leave to submit the following 
resolution, but it was objected to: 

Resolved, That the select committee appointed 
on the 27th of February last (in addition to any 
legislative measures they may think proper to 
recommend for the suppression of dueling) be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of provid- 
ing, by a rule of the House, for the expulsion of 
any member who, during the term for which he is 
elected, shall be concerned in a duel, either as 
principal or accessory, of who shall send, bear, 
or accept a challenge; and further to inquire into 
the expediency of providing-by another rule of the 
House, for the appointment, at the commence- 
ment of each session, of a standing committee, 
whose duty it shall be, without special direction 
from the House, to examine summarily into any 
personal controversy arising between members, 
or in which a member isa party; and if necessary 
to the adjustment thereof, to reportto the House 
what order, in their opinion, ought to be taken on 
the same, providing in such rule for the expulsion 
or other punishment of any member who shall 
neglect or refuse to'comply with such order as 
the House may make in the premises. 

Petitions for private claims were, on leave, pre- 
sented by Messrs. SERGEANT and HEROD. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that a member 
be appointed on the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to supply the vacancy occasioned b 
the decease of <3 iia Hon. Isaac McKim; whic 
was agreed to. 

Reports from committees. 


COMMERCE. 


Mr. PHILLIPS reported a bill for the relief 
of Robert Milnor. 

Mr. PHILLIPS reported a resolution directing 
the chart to be lithographed of the survey of the 
harbor of Lynn, in the State of Massachusetts; 
which was concurred in. 

Mr. CUSHMAN reported Senate bill, without 
amendment, authorizing the sale of certain real 
estate at Bath, in the State of Maine, belonging 
to the United States. 

Mr. C. also moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of two 
memorials—one from the mayor, aldermen, and 
commonalty of the city of New York, and the 
other from the city councils of the city of Bos- 
ton, praying Congress to adopt measures to pre- 
vent the introduction of foreign paupers into the 
country, and that the same be referred to the 
select committee of the House having a similar 
subject under consideration; which was agreed to. 
» Mr. SMITH reported a bill making appropri- 
ations for building light-houses, boats, buoys, 
—, &c., and making surveys for the year 
1838. 

Mr. S. also reported a bill to test the practica- 
bility of establishing a system of electro-magnetic 
iwlagenph for the United States. 

r. DeGRAFF reported, without amendment, 
Senate bill for the relief of John H. Jacobs. 

On motion of Mr. DeGRAFYF, the report of the 
War Department on the survey of Eighteen- 
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} | ommending that the appropriation for that object 
one re c | in bill No. 89 be increased so as to conferm it to 
Mr. CASEY reported a bill granting a bounty || the estimates. 


in land to the organized militiamen, mounted | Mr. McKAY also made an unfavorable report 

militiamen, mounted men, and rangers who de- || on the petition of Sherlock S. Gregory. 

fended the country in the late war with Great || : 
REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 


Britain. 
Mr. YELL reported a bill for the relief of Abra- | Mr. MORGAN reported a bill for the relief of 
| Henry Bush. 


ham Stipp, of Indiana. 

Mr. CRARY rose and said that some three || Mr. JOHNSON, of Virginia, reported a bill 
months ago the House authorized the printing of || granting a pension to David W. Sleet, of the 
five thousand extra copies of the report of the || State of Virginia. 

Commissioner of the General Land Office. He || Mr. WHITTLESEY of Connecticut reported 
would be pleased to be informed by some member || a bill for the relief of Mary Snow. 

of the Committee on Public Lands at what time 

the document would be laid upon our tables. 

Mr. CASEY stated in reply that it was upon || 
his motion that the document in question was 
ordered to be printed. It was a matter in which 
he had felt some interest, and he had this morn- 
ing inquired of one of the officers of the House 
when it would be printed, and had been informed 
that it would be laid on the tables of members in 
afew days. It had been delayed on account of |) 
the number of maps accompanying the same. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

On this committee being called on for reports, 

Mr. WISE rose and begged leave to propound 
an aay to the chairman thereof. Some weeks 
ago the House referred to that committee a reso- 
lution directing them to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of receding this District, and this morning 
he had received sundry resolutions reported by 
the Senate of the State of Maryland, expressing 
a willingness to accept the recession, and the in- 
quiry Mr. W. wished to propound was, whether 
the committee had prepared or were preparing a 
report on that subject, or whether they intended 
to report thereon; and if so, when it was prob- 
able they would do so. He would merely re- 
mark that it was a subject of much importance, 
and one which had already been gravely discussed 
by a portion, at least, of the District. 

Mr. BOULDIN stated, in reply, that he had 
been compelled to be absent for some time, owing 
to domestic circumstances, as he had apprised the 
House beforeleaving here. Atthat time the sub- 
ject was under investigation before the comniit- 
tee, and under his own deliberate examination, 
and he could only now state that the committee 
would make a general response as soon as pos- 
sible. His own mind was entirely made up, and 
he was prepared to make his individual answer 
with regard to the propriety of a recession of the 
District at any time. 


REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 

Mr. CRAIG reported, without amendment, 
Senate bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Daniel Duvall, deceased. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO reported a bill for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Philip Lightfoot. 

Mr. T. also reported a bill for the relief of the 
widow and children of Lieutenant Jonathan Dyer. 

Mr. HARPER made unfavorable reports on 
the petitions of Thomas Graves and Solomon J. 
Graves. . 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. MAY reported, without amendment, Sen- 
ate bill for the relief of Jean B. Valle. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PENNYBACKER reported a bill for the 
relief of John L. Allen. 


MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. McKAY moved the printing of a plan for 
the defense of the western frontier, by General 
Gaines, and certain tabular statements in relation 
to an increase of the Army of the United States; 
which was concurred in. 

Mr. McKAY also moved that the Committee 
on Military Affairs be discharged from the further 
consideration of the resolutions of the Governor 
and Legislative Council of Florida, respecting the 
repairs of Fort Marion and of the sea-wall at St. 
Augustine, upon the ground that provision was 
proposed to be made for these works in bill No. 
39, reported by the Committee of Ways and 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 


Mr. PRATT reported a resolution to print 
1,000 extra copies of the report of this committee. 

Mr. EVERETT moved its consideration at this 
time; but it was objected to, and the resolution, 
under the rule, lies over. 


Mr. GARLAND moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to submit the following reso- 
lution, and asked for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to inform this House, as soon as prac- 
ticable, whether, in the present, financial condi- 
tion of the country and of the Treasury, it will 
not be most judicious and proper to make such 
appropriations as will preserve the public works 
from injury and dila sietien alone; and if sucha 
course will not be Salinas and proper, that then 
he inform the House whether some or all the es- 
timates for the service of the year 1838 already 
submitted, for fortifications, the improvement of 
harbors and rivers, the establishment of light- 
houses, beacons, and buoys, the construction of 
roads, the service of the Indian department, and 
for ail other purposes, cannot be reduced without 
injury to the public service; and if such reduction 
can be made, that he designate what proposed 
appropriations may properly be reduced, and how 
much; and further, that he inform the House 
whether some of the appropriations already made 
may not, without material injury to the country, 
be suspended for the present; if so, to designate 
them; also, that he inform this House whether, 
if all the appropriations made or expended, and 
those proposed are made, the amount now in the 
Treasury, or estimated to come into it during the 
present year, will be sufficient to meet them; and, 
if not, what will be the deficit, and in what man- 
ner it is proposed to be met. 


The House refused to suspend the rules—yeas 
94, nays 55; two thirds not voting in the aller. 
ative, 

Sundry bills from the Senate were then taken 
up, read twice, and referred to their appropriate 
standing committees. 


COMMISSION OF CLAIMS. 

The House then passed to the special order, 
and went into Committee of the hole, Mr. 
Corwmn in the chair, on the bill reported by Mr. 
Wuirt.esey, of Ohio, from the Committee on 
Claims, ‘*‘ to establish a board of commissioners 
to examine and decide certain claims against the 
United States.”’ 

The bill was sustained by Messrs. WHIT- 
TLESEY of Ohio, HENRY, CRAIG, and UN- 
DERWOOD, and opposed by Messrs. ADAMS 
and SERGEANT; when, without taking the 
question, the committee rose, had leave to sit 
again, and, on motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY 
of Ohio, the bill was made the special order for 
to-morrow. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
Faiwar, 4pril 6, 1838. 


Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Israel 
Beeler, in relation to a mill seat in the public 
lands: referred to the Committee on the Public 


nds. 
Mr. SEVIER presented the resolutions of the 
Legislature of Arkansas on the subject of the 


: ; public lands: laid on the table, and ordered to be 
mile Creek, on Lake Ontario, was ordered to be || Means. printed. 
printed, together with the accompanying map. | Mr. McKAY also made a report on the reso- On motion of Mr. WRIGHT the Committee 
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on Finance was discharged from the further con- | 


| 


sideration of various petitions and memorials that || 


had been referred to them. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the same committee, re- 
vorted without amendment, the bill from the 
louse for the relief of Pelter and Albert of New 

Orleans. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Henry Fischer, deceased, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr.MERRICK presented the preamble and res- 
olutions of the Legislature of Maryland, asking 
further aid from Congress for the Chesapeake and 
Ohio canal, or if that cannot be granted, a surren- 
der of the interest of the United States in said canal 
in consideration of the large advances made for it 
by the State: referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr, LINN, the Committee on the 
Public Lands was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of Nathaniel Hamer, on 
the ground that a general law had been passed 
embracing his case. 

Mr. YOUNG, on leave, introduced a bill grant- 
ing a quantity of land to the Missouri and Rock 
River canal company; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

The following bills were severally read the sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: 

The bill to amend the act for enrolling convey- 
ances, quieting possessions, and securing real 
estato to purchasers in the District of Columbia, 
passed the Istday of May, 1832. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Dashiell; and 

The bill to extend the time for selling the lands 
granted to the Kentucky asylum for teaching the 
deaf and dumb. This bill was also read the third 
time, by general consent, and passed. 


DUELING IN THE DISTRICT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to prohibit the giving or accepting a challenge to 
fight a duel in the District of Columbia, and for 
the punishment thereof. The question being on 
the amendment of Mr. Crayton to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on the Judiciary, punishing 
the offense by fine not exceeding $2,000, and by 
imprisonment in the common jail for a term not 
less than two years. 

Mr. LINN observed that when he yesterday 
proposed passing the bill over, it was not with the 
intention of making any further remarks on the 
subject, but that he might have an opportunity of 
consulting with the gentleman who introduced the 
bill, and the Senator from Delaware, who offered 
the amendment, as to the propriety of introducing 
some provision which would enable the prosecu- 
tot under this act to obtain witnesses. He was 
of opinion that no punishment should be inflicted 
on the seconds and surgeons, and by this means 
witnesses might be procured. What would be 
considered asa challenge would be a question for 
the jury to settle, as it would be impossible to de- 
fine it in the act. Gentlemen who intended to 
fight might evade the law in the easiest way in 
the world. They might send an invitation to 
take tea at some given spot, or make an appoint- 
ment for any trivial and fictitious purpose, taking 
care that the true one should be understood. He 
thought it would be the most difficult thing in the 
world to get testimony. 

Mr. CLAYTON said they could get rid of the 
difficulty by providing that the seconds, or any 
other persons aiding or assisting in the challenge, 
shall be competent witnesses, exempting them in 
such case from punishment. 

Mr. HUB3ARD inquired whether the amend- 
ment would now be in order. 

Mr. LINN did not purpose to offer an amend- 
ment. He suggested it to the member who intro- 
duced the bill, and to the Senator from Delaware, 
who, as a member of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, seemed to have it peculiarly in his care. 
He proposed it to the latter, under the expecta- 
tion that he would adopt it as part of his amend- 


ment. 

Mr. HUBBARD expressed the hope that they 
would at once proceed to take the question on the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware. If he 


understood the amendment, it was to make the 
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offense punishable by fine and imprisonment in 
the common jail, which he opposed at some 
length, on the ground that it was too lenient, and 


| behind the legislation of all the States who had 


noticed the subject atall. The State of Delaware, 
he said, from which the gentleman who proposed 
this amendment came, and all the New England 
States, together with several others, had made this 
offense felony, and punished it by imprisonment 
res and it appeared to him that 


they should not, in legislating on this subject, 


| fall below the legislation of the States. 
| Mr. LINN drew his conclusions directly differ- 


ent from the Senator from New Hampshire. If 


| the gentleman would show him a case in any of 
| the States where a man concerned in a duel had 


been pronounced a murderer, or sent to the peni- 
tentiary, then his remarks would apply. As he 
remarked the other day, he wanted to see a law 
passed that would produce some practical effects, 
not such a law that a jury could not be found to 
carry into execution. He had seen the effects of 
There the punish- 
ment for fighting a duel, where death ensued, was 


| death, and yet men fought duels as if no law ex- 


isted atall. But they had nowa law in his State 
which was more effectual for the prevention of 
dueling than any law that had ever been passed. 
In cases as assault, all abusive words and defam- 
atory language went to the jury in mitigation of 
the offense 

Mr. BENTON. Asa justification. 

Mr. LINN. Yes, sir, as a justification; and 
| if that abusive member, the tongue, was permitted 
| to have too free a license, the same license was 
| permitted to the injared individual to redress his 
| grievance. He thought if the same law was ap- 

plied to the Senate of the United States there would 
| be a littke more decorum than he had sometimes 
| witnessed. This law, of which he had spoken, 
had had a better effect in the prevention of duel- 
ing than any that had ever been passed, and he 
thought it would be better for the peace and har- 
mony of society if such alaw was more generally 
prevalent throughout the United States. 

Mr. HUBBARD thought their legislation 
should be governed by the wisdom and propriety 
of the measure, leaving the execution of the laws 
to those who had them in charge. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, said he rose under a 
high sense of duty to his State, to take part in 
this debate. He did not propose detaining the 
Senate a moment longer than was necessary toen- 
able him to submit, in a very brief manner, his 
views on the important and exciting subject be- 
fore the Senate. Representing, in part, one of 





|| the great western States, the opinions of whose 


| 


citizens on this subject had never been expressed 
in this Chamber, and firmly believing, as he did, 
that it was important to their character at home 
and abroad that they should be fairly represented 
in this matter, he should offer no apology for ad- 
dressing the Senate afew moments. He concurred 
entirely with the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary [Mr. Grunpy] in the impropriety 
of dragging inte the debate the recent unfortunate 


| affair between members of the other branch of 


Congress; and he regretted that a single Senator 


| had thought proper to recur in debate to that 


lamentable conflict. A recurrence to that circum- 


| stance is calculated to produce excitement here, 


| 


| 


| 








and unavoidably to disqualify the Senate to legis- 
late with that calmness and deliberation in which 
all highly penal laws should beenacted. If you 
examine particular cases, this debate cannot be 
confined to the recent one: it willextend to many 
other similar ones that have occurred at differ- 
ent parece of our national existence. The time 
of the Senate will be occupied in worse than a 
mere unprofitable debate. Senators will become 
excited and crimination and recrimination will 
follow, as itmay be supposed to operate on pub- 
lic opinion for or against parties or individuals; 
while the great principles of the bill will be lost 
in the personal contests that may grow out of the 
debate. He deprecated such acourse, and thanked 
the chairman of the committee for his timely ad- 
monition. 

The recent unfortunate affair, he regretted to 
see, had been seized upon to feed the flames of 
party. It had nese oe on party grounds, as 
if ene party were duelists, and the other not. 
This was an unjust and unwise ground on which 


re reer ene enna 
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to place that orany other similar occurrence. On 


this subject there were two parties, but they were 
not the political parties that divide the people of 
this nation. .He was bound, in trath, to admit 
the fact, how@ver much he might feel disposed to 
throw the mantle of oblivion over that part of 
the past history of the country, that neither of 
the great political parties can say, we are all 
exempt from all participation in that mode of de- 
ciding personal difficulties, and yet all parties 
speaking were opposed to this barbarous custom. 
This was not a party question; it wasa question 
of vastly higher consideration than the mere polit- 
ical,matters of theday. It wasa question of life 
or death; of morality and religion on the one 
side, and immorality and crime onthe other. It 
was a dueling and anti-dueling question. These 
questions can never be circumscribed by party 
boundaries, nor controlled by party considera- 
tions; they rise paramount to all political re- 
straints, and must stand or fall upon those immu- 
table and everlasting principles which existed 
anterior to the formation of civil society. 

Mr. 8. would briefly notice the objections that 
had been raised by Senators to any action of this 
body on this subject. The Senate had been told 
that it was useless to legislate; that public 
opinion would not carry out their enactments; 
that the law would remain a dead letter on the 
statute-book; that the freedom of debate would 
degenerate into licentious personal abuse; that it 
was necessary to hold in terrorem over members 
of Congress this code of honor, as it was termed, 
to restrain them in the exercise of their duties 
here; that the common law, that punishes the 
homicide with death, is sufficient for the protec- 
tion of society; these, so far as he had heard, 
were the principal objections to the proposed 
measure; and, while he admitted that they had 
been urged with much zeal, he could not yield to 
the correctness of the principles, nor to the rea- 
sons by which they had been sustained. The 
position had been assumed, and maintained with 
much force, that ep opinion would not bear 
Gongress out in this measure. Mr. S. believed 
that the truth of the case was directly the reverse. 
Public opinion was, at that moment, at the doors 
of the Capitol, in a voice of thunder requesting, 
nay, more, demanding of Congress to arrest this 
bloody code, tostay this desolating and inhuman 
custom. Humanity and religion were suppliants 
in these Halls; and shall Congress turn a deafear 
to these demands, these entreaties, these suppli- 
cations? Public opinion opposed to action on this 
subject! Impossible! Where would Senators find 
such a state of public opinion? Would they find it 
in the eastern, the middle, or the southern States? 
Senators say no! Where then? Did they look 
for it in the West, the great West? If so, = 
would search in vain for it there. He spoke wit 
confidence of his own State, and had no doubt 
but that he spoke the language of the other 
western States. He was aware that in early 
times nearly all of the assassinations, robberies, 
and murders of the world were located in the 
West, and prejudices had been excited against 
the western people. Those prejudices, however, 
had always been removed by an acquaintance 
with that people; and it was due to them, among 
whom he had lived over twenty years, to say, 
that the world does not contain a more industri- 
ous, enterprising, moral, law-abiding, and honor- 
able people. He entirely concurred with the hon- 
scabs Senator from Tennessee, that the West 
required of Congress to pursue an efficient course 
on this subject; and would not be satisfied with- 
out such action. 

It has been argued that the act, if passed, would 
remain a dead letter upon the statute-book; that 
it would not be executed. He could not admit 
such to be the fact. He was unwilling to believé 
that the public mind was so vicious; that there 
was such a morbid state of public feeling that 
jurors and courts would Gioregers their oaths to 
acquit the guilty. But even if this were admitted 
to be the case, it was no argument against this 
measure,in hismind. Shall the Senate refuse to 
do its duty lest it shall place others in a situation 
to violate their duty? r. S. could not consent 
to falter in the discharge of what he believed to be 
his duty to himself, his country, and his God, be- 
cause it had been suggested by honorable Senators 
that jurors would not convict, and the Executive 
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would pardon where conviction should be had. | 
He had resolved in his own mind to be governed 
by nosuch considerations. He would dohisduty, 
and let the responsibility rest with those who were 
charged with the execution of the laws. With 
them and the people be it. He would satisfy his 
own conscience, and represent what he believed 
to be the opinion of his State on this subject. Let 
others do the same, and the law will not only be 
passed, but he fully believed it would be executed 
should its provisions be violated. 

The common law will still be left in full force. 
The bill does not contemplate interfering with the 
common law offense or the common law punish- 
ment. It steers clear of the common law, and cre- 
ates and punishes, with imprisonment in the pen- 
itentiary, the offense of challenging, accepting or 
carrying a challenge, or aiding or abetting in it, 
or posting or publishing any person who oy 
have refused to accept a challenge or fight a duel. 
In a word, the bill punishes all the preliminary 
steps to the final duel. It meets the offender at 
the threshold, and says to him, Stop in your mad, 
in your unlawful, your unholy career. You are 
treading on ground covered with ignominy and 

enalties. You must surrender your code of 

onor, and submit to the laws of that society un- 
der which you enjoy all the blessings that sur- 
round you. Take not vengeance into your own 
hands. You shall not assail the life of a fellow- 
being. Nor shall you wantonly put your own 
life at hazard. All the States had laws similar to 
the bill before the Senate. The people had de- 
manded these laws. The District of Columbia 
alone remained unprotected. And shall this Dis- 
trict be left the only spot in the nation in which 
this work of destruction, this waste of human 
life, this violation of the laws of God and man, 
shall be tolerated and suffered to be carried on 
with impunity? It was already said that this was 
an asylum forall manner of wickedness and crime; 
that members of Congress, when here, were re- 
moved from those legal restraints under which 
they act in the States from which they came. 
Shall Congress give countenance to this statement, 
by refusing to come up to this mark, at least to 
the extent that the States have gone? He hoped 
not. It was here that much might be done to aid 
public opinion. He had little doubt but that the 
effect of the opinion of Congress on this subject 
will be greater on the public mind than even the 
penal enactments of the bill. Shall Congress not 
then set the example? Shall its members not 
throw their influence into the scale of morality 
and religion, and do all in their power to arrest 
this bloody, this inhuman custom? 

It has been contended that if we pass this law, 
the freedom of debate will degenerate into licen- 
tiousness and personal abuse; that if Senators and 
Representatives in Congress are not to be held 
personally responsible to the injured party for 
words spoken here of a personal character, the 
debates will become personal, vindictive, and in- 
sufferable. Mr. 8S. could not come to that con- 
clusion. He thought the passage of the bill would 
have a salutary effect on the debates. He was, 
however, not willing, in the first place, to pre- 
sume that any member of Congress would be 
willing to hazard his reputation so far as to vio- 
late that decorum which is due to himself and the 
body of which he is a member, in a manner to 
require personal satisfaction; and in the next place 
he thought it would be so obvious to every one 
that attempted such a course, that the aggressor 
would be the sufferer in the opinion of the body 
to which he belonged, that the unruly tongue 
would be sufficiently bridled without a resort to 
that misnamed code of honor under which the 
duelist seeks satisfaction for his real or supposed 
wrongs. No man of respectability would ven- 
ture his reputation by attacking, with calumny, 
a member thus situated. But again, was there 
no other way of meeting the tongue of the slan- 
derer than by a resort todeadly weapons? Was 
there no other remedy but to take the life of the 
defamer, or mee eee own to be taken by him, 
to satisfy the bloody requirements of this fancied 
code? Surely there was: oppose truth to false- 
hood, decorum to indecorum, and public opinion 
will always prove a more.salutary and efficient 
protection to the character Of the assailed than all 
the duels in the world have ever done. 

It had been suggested in debate that members 


who vote for this bill may be charged with ask- } 
| ing a protection for their persons and characters, || 
| which they have not the moral courage to defend. || 
| He thought there was nothing in this. The moral || 
| courage of members of Congress was not so much 
| doubted as was their prudent forbearance to bring 







































| 


} 


men lack courage; certainly more lack prudence. | 
It had been wisely said that true courage is not 
always found in rash adventures; nor does it fol- 
low that there is a defect of moral courage where 
individuals refuse to recognize that sanguinary 


dark and barbarous ages, and which must, sooner 
or later, be entirely driven by the force of moral- 
ity, religion, law, and public opinion from the 


hideous face in the 
world. 

Senators who concur in the opinion that the 
custom of dueling was wholly indefensible, and 
ought to be arrested, still insisted that Congress 
cannot, by its action, effectaremedy. They con- 
tend that the common law, punishing the crime 
with death, cannot be enforced ;that public opinion 
is againstit. To this it may be answered that the | 
public mind seems naturally to recoil from capital 
punishment; and all manner of excusesand doubts 
are thrown into the scale of the defendant on the 
trial, and every pretext is sought by the Execu- 
tive to justify theexercise of hisclemency. The 
exemption from punishment not unfrequently 
arises from the awful nature of the punishment 
inflicted. Humanity shudders atthe punishment 
of death, and mercy, the darling attribute of Deity, 
exercises, in those cases where that punishment 
is inflicted, a powerful influence over the human 
mind. Admitting, then, all that has been stated 
as to the difficulty of enforcing the common law, 
it does not follow that Congress should not do all 
in its power to prevent the final catastrophe by 
punishing the preparatory acts; by providing a 
punishment proportioned to the enormity of the 
offense; by making the whole transaction infa- 
mous, from its incipient stages to the last act in 
the tragedy; by presenting a legal code, making 
that infamous which this false code of honor 
makeshonorable. Itis highly probable that cases 
would occur, in despite of allt 1e laws there could 
be enacted. Such was the case with every other 
crime, and why should it not be so with this? 
There were moments in the lives of men, when, 
owing to some great exciting cause, they became 
alike reckless of human and divine laws, and 
rashly set both at defiance. But this admission 
is no argument against this bill that will not hold 
against all criminal laws with equal force. We 
are notified of the cases that do occur, and they 
make an impression upon our minds, while the 
thousands that are prevented by our lawsare un- 
known and unobserved. 

In the case of dueling, Congress may not be 
able to prevent the commission of the offense in 
all cases. Desperate men, it is to be feared, will 
disregard all law, human and divine, and madly 
rush on to their own destrnction. But it is the 
duty of Congress, within its constitutional pow- 
ers, to throw every obstacle in the way of these 
deeds of desperation. If one victim can be saved; 
if one innocent family can be rescued; if a widow’s 
tears and her orphans’ cries can be turned into 
joy and blessings on your head, you will have 
received a high reward in the approbation of your 
own consciences. 

After some remarks from Mr. PRESTON, 

Mr. SEVIER said that although he was no 
friend to dueling, yet he disliked this bill from 
one end of it to the other. He believed it was a 
bill wholly for the protection of members of Con- 
gress, who, not satisfied with the protection af- 
forded them by the Constitution, of exemption 
from arrest and from being sued for words used 
in debate, wanted the additional protection of this 
bill. A man is vilified and abused in one of the 
Houses of Congress, and he, of course, will ex- 
pect the offender to give him satisfaction in some 
way or other, and this bill says he shall not have 
it. What, then, will be the consequence? Why, 
something like the affair of Houston and Stans- 
bury; the injured man will take the law into his 
own hands, chastise the traducer, and then he 
will be brought up to the bar of the House; from 
whence, after five or six weeks are unprofitably 
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consumed in the examination, he will be dis- 
missed withareprimand. This bill wasavowedly 
made to protect members of Congress, and to pro- 
tect them from what? Why, to protect them in 
abusing their masters—the poopie who sent them 
here. It amounted to this, and no more. Indi- 
viduals coming to this city, or residing here, may 
go out and fight, and be killed, too, and nothing 
is said of it; but let a member of Congress be 





| killed in a duel, or be whipped in the streets, or 
| kicked out of a boarding-house, and the business 


y t | of the nation must be set aside to legislate on it. 
and inhuman custom that dates its origin in the 


If the wae was solely to suppress dueling, and 


| not for the protection of members, why not pass 
| alaw to prevent it in our other Territories, as 


well as in the District of Columbia? Why not 
include Wisconsin and Florida, and our forts and 
arsenals? He thought this District was already 
sufficiently disfranchised, and he would not add 
any more to its disabilities. Members of Con- 
gress might talk of Tom, Dick, or Harry, as they 
pleased, and could not be sued for slander; and 
now they would take away from the injured in- 
dividual the orly remedy lefthim. lam opposed, 
continued Mr. 8., to passing laws for our own 
protection, because if you pass one, the same 
reasons will operate in passing another; and the 
next time Mr. Stansbury, or Mr. Any-body-else, 
is whipped by Houston, every member of Con- 
gress must have acorporal’s guard to protect him 
in passing from his boarding-house to the Capi- 
tol. Now, he would ask if the people of the Uni- 
ted States would be willing to be taxed for any 
such purpose, for it would take at least three 
thousand men to furnish a corporal’s guard to 
each member, and they must therefore have an 
additional army, or leave the frontiers exposed. 
He was satisfied that more importance was at- 
tached to this subject than it deserved, and he be- 
lieved out of one thousand duels, nine out of every 
ten of them were fought for causes that could not 
be got over any other way. He knew that duels 
were frequently fought for trivial causes, but he 
was convinced that it was otherwise in a vast 
majority of cases. He held himself responsible 
for everything he said on that floor, and he would 
not give a vote to take away that eee 
He did not by this mean to say that he would 
fight everybody or nobody; that he would think 
of when the occasion required; but this he did 
say, that he was not going to shield himself by 
his vote on this bill from the consequences that 
might be brought on him by his own language. 
After some further remarks from Mr. 8., 

The question was taken on Mr. Crayron’s 
amendment, and it was lost—yeas 12, nays 20; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Clay of Alabama, Clayton, 
Fulton, Grundy, Linn, Nicholas, Norvell, Rob- 
inson, Stran 5 venine. Walker, and White—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Davis, Hubbard, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, Merrick, Mouton, Niles, Pierce, 
Prentiss, Preston, Roane, Ruggles, Sevier, Smith 
of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Swift, Tipton, 
Williams, and Wright—20. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, which sub- 
stitutes for the punishment of death, as in the bill 
imprisonment in the penitentiary for a term not 
less than ten, nor more than twenty years, 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana moved to amend by 
making the imprisonnent not less than five, nor 
more than twenty years; which was agreed to. 

Mr. NORVELL moved further to amend by 
striking out twenty years and inserting ten; whic 
was also carried. 

Mr. NILES moved further to amend the bill, 
by providing that the persons offending under this 
act shall be icasnelomgebie of holding any office 
or appointment under the authority of the United 
States. 

Mr. NORVELL thought they had carried the 
matter far enough. They subjected the man guilty 
of dueling to a punishment of not less than five 
nor more than ten years’ imprisonment in the. 
penitentiary, and now the gentleman wanted to 
add dnqusblionsina from ofice. Was it likely, 
he asked, that a man who shall be imprisoned in 
the penitentiary will ever be appointed to an office 
under the Government of the United States? It 
did appear to him that the additional penalty pro- 
eaten’ would be rendering the bill somewhat ludi- 
crous. 
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Mr. NILES spoke somewhat at length in defense 
of his amendment, contending that as the punish- 
ment had been lessened by the amendment just 
passed, an additional penalty was necessary, and 
that the penalty he proposed would most probabl 
be inflicted even if the other was not, Mr. N. 
could not agree with his friend from Arkansas 
{Mr. Sevien] that this bill was for the protection 
of members of Congress only. It had a much 
higher object in view—that of suppressing an 
odious and criminal practice, and of securing the 
perfect independence of the representatives of the 
people. His friend from Arkansas seemed to be 
ambitious of martyrdom, and wanted to be shot 
at. Now, he would have no objection to intro- 
ducing an amendment to exempt his friend from 
the operation of the bill, but he was anxious that 
it should pass for the benefit of those who had 
no wish, like him, to run against the muzzle of a 

un, 

; Mr. N. made some further remarks in reply to 
Mr. Preston, and, after some remarks from the 
latter, 

The question was taken on Mr. Nires’s amend- 
ment, and it was lost—yeas 14, nays 17; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Davis, Grundy, Hub- 
bard, Lumpkin, Niles, Pierce, Prentiss, Smith of 
Connecticut, Swift, Trotter, Walker, Williams, 
and Wright—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Clay of Alabama, Clay of 
Kentucky, Clayton, Fulton, Merrick, Mouton, 
Nicholas, Norvell, Preston, Roane, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Strange, Tip- 
ton, and White—17. 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, offered an amend- 
ment making the surgeons witnesses, providing 
they shall not-have advised the challenge, and 
exempting them from punishment, 

Mr. NORVELL opposed the amendment, on 
the ground that it would prevent surgeons from 
being engaged at all—thus breaking up a custom 
which humanity had originated. 

Afier some remarks from Messrs. SMITH, of 
Indiana, and PRENTISS, the former withdrew 
his amendment, as he perceived that it would 
embarrass the bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, then offered an amend- 
ment, authorizing magistrates, when they have 
sufficient reason to believe thata duel is about to 
be fought, to issue their warrants to bring the par- 
ties before them, when they are further author- 
ized to compel them to give bond and security to 
keep the peace for one year, and, in default there- 
of, to commit them to jail. 

Mr. CLAYTON opposed this amendment as 
contrary to one of the fundamental principles of 
law, and contrary also to the Constitution of the 
United States, which provides that no warrant 
shall issue but upon probable cause, supported by 
oath or affirmation. This amendment, he con- 
tended, would put every man in the District in 
the power of any magistrate who might affect to 
believe that he was about to fight a duel. 

After some remarks from Mr. SMITH, of In- 
diana, in support of the amendment, it was re- 
jected. 

Mr. WHITE then moved to amend the bill by 
striking out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
serting a substitute se that every person 
who shall hereafter be appointed to office, shall, 
in addition to the usual qualification, take an oath 
that he has not, since the passage of this act, been 
directly or indirectly concerned ina duel. Mr. 
W. addressed the Senate at some length in sup- 
port of the amendment, after which 

Mr. PRENTISS asked for the yeas and nays 
onthe question; which, having been ordered, re- 
sulted—yeas 13, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Clay of Alabama, 
Fulton, Linn, Nicholas, Norvell, Roane, Robin- 
son, Ruggles, Sevier, Strange, Walker, and 
White—13. 

NA YS—Messrs. Allen, Clayton, Davis, Grun- 
dy, Hubbard, Lumpkin, Lyon, Merrick, Mou- 
ton, Niles, Pierce, Prentiss, Smith of Connecti- 








cut, Smith of Indiana, Swift, Trotter, Williams, 
Wright, and Young—19. 
The question then coming u 
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Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, asked that the question 
be taken on the third amendment separately. He 
was opposed to this amendment, because it went 
beyond the District of Columbia into the adjoin- 
ing States, 

The question was then taken on concurring 
with the third amendment; and it was lost—yeas 
15, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Davis, Grundy, Hubbard, 
Lumpkin, Merrick, Niles, Pierce, Prentiss, 
Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, Strange, 
Swift, Williams, Wright, and Young—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Clay of Ala- 
bama, Sones Fulton, Linn, Mouton, Nicholas, 
Norvell, Roane, Robinson, Ruggles, Sevier, 
Trotter, Walker, and White—16. 


The other amendments were then concurred in; 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, without a division. 

And the Senate adjourned. 


The bill, as it passed the Senate, is in the fol- 
lowing words: 

A BILL to prohibit the giving or accepting, within 
the District of Columbia, of achallenge to fight 

a duel, and for the punishment thereof. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That if any person shall, in the 
District of Columbia, challenge another to fight 
a duel, or shall send or deliver any written or 
verbal message, purporting or intended to be such 
challenge, or shall accept any such challenge or 
message, or shall, knowingly, carry or deliver 
any such challenge or message, or shall, know- 
ingly, carry or deliver an acceptance of such chal- 
lenge or message to fight a duel in or out of the 
said District, and such duel shall be fought in or 
out of the said District, and either of the parties 
thereto shall be slain, or mortally wounded in 
such duel, the surviving party to such duel, and 
every person carrying or delivering such challenge 
or message, or acceptance of such challenge or 
message as aforesaid, and all others aiding or 
abetting therein, shall be deemed guilty of felony, 
and upon conviction thereof, in any court compe- 
tent to the trial thereof in the said District, shall 
be punished by imprisonment and confinement to 
hard labor in the penitentiary, for a term not ex- 
ceeding ten years, nor less than five years, in the 
discretion of the court. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall give or send, or cause to be given or 
sent, to any person in the District of Columbia, 
any challenge to fight a duel, or to engage in single 
combat with any deadly or dangerous instrument 
or weapon whatever, or if any person in said Dis- 
trict shall accept any challenge to fighta duel, or to 
engage in single combat with any deadly or dan- 
gerous instrument or weapon whatever, or shall 
be the bearer of any such challenge, every person 
so giving or sending, or causing to be given or 
sent, or accepting such challenge, or being the 
bearer thereof, and every person aiding or abetting 
in the giving, sending, or accepting such challenge, 
shall be deemed guilty of a high crime and mis- 
demeanor, and on conviction thereof in any court 
competent to try the same in the said District, 
shall be punished by imprisonment and confine- 
ment to hard labor in the penitentiary, for a term 
not exceeding ten years, nor less than five years, 
in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall assault, strike, beat, or wound, or 
cause to be assaulted, stricken, beaten, or wound- 
ed, any person in the District of Columbia, for 
declining or refusing to accept any challenge to 
fight a duel, orto engage in single combat with any 
deadly or dangerous instrument or weapon what- 
ever, or shall post or publish, or cause to be 
posted or published, any writing, charging any 
such person, so declining or refusing to acceptany 
‘such challenge, to be a coward, or using any other 





opprobrious or injurious language therein, tendin 

to degrade and disgrace such person for so declin. 
ing or refusing such challenge, every person so 
offendine, on conviction thereof in any court com- 
pene to the trial thereof, in the said District shall 

é punished by confinement to hard labor in the 
penitentiary, fora term notexceeding seven years 
nor less than three years, in the discretion of the 
court. 

_ Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in addi- 
tion to the oath now prescribed by law to be ad- 
ministered to the grand jury in the District of 
Columbia, they shall be sworn faithfully and im- 
partially to inquire into, and true presentment 
make of, all offenses against this act. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, April 7, 1838. 


Mr. Ruert, of South Carolina, was announced 
as having been were by the Speaker to fill 
the vacancy on the Committee of Ways and 
Means occasioned by the death of Mr. McKim. 

_Mr. HENRY asked leave to present some pe- 
titions on the subject of the late duel. 

Mr. GRANT also rose for the same purpose, 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, said he was 
compelled to object, because it would arrest the 
progress of the special order. 

The resolution reported yesterday by- Mr. 
Pratt, from the Committee ie Public Buildings, 
to print one thousand extra copies of the report 
of that committee, being the first business in or- 
der, was taken up. 

Mr. SIBLEY moved three thousand copies, 
which was rejected without a division; and, after 
some brief remarks from Messrs. EVERETT, 
HAYNES, PRATT, and PETRIKEN, 

Mr. EVERETT moved to add also the letter 
of the architect of the public buildings: lost. 

The resolution was then rejected, ayes 61, noes 


Mr. HAMER then rose and stated that he had 
a resolution which he did not wish to offer at that 
time, but to ask the consent of the House to have 
it printed, and gave notice that, on Monday next, 
he should call it up and move its adoption. 

Considering that the business, commerce, cir- 
culation, and exchanges of the country are ina 
deranged and embarrassed condition; and, con- 
sidering, also, that a part of the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States have expressed a desire to resume spe- 
cie payments at an early period, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That, if the banks, ora portion of them, 
do thus resume, it will be the duty of the General 
Government, within the limits of its constitutional 
authority, to aid such banks, as the present Ad- 
ministration designs to do, in regaining public 
confidence, and to sustain them in their laudable 
efforts to fulfill their obligations, to relieve the 
wants of the community, and to restore to the 
people a sound circulating medium. 

he motion to print was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported Senate bill, with 
an amendment, to establish a criminal court for 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SIBLEY, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Susannah Hoagland, of New York. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported Senate bill, without amend- 
ment, to revise and continue in force the act to 
provide for persons disabled . known wounds 
received during the war of the Revolution. 

Mr. T. also a a bill granting a pension to 
Harvey Reynolds. 

Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules to enable him to submit the fol- 
lowing resolution, and asked for the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered. 

The resolution was as follows: 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to inform this House as soon as practicable 
whether, in the present financial condition of the 
country and of the Treasury, it will not be mostju- 
dicious and proper to make such appropriations as 
will preserve the public works from injury and di- 
lapidation alone; and if such a course will not be 








